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Which are universally accepted. 
MODERATE RATES TOGETHER WITH PROMPTITUDE, 
TOTAL ASSETS EXCEED ‘ £5,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE: 24/26, CORNHILL, E.C. 
FIRE, LIFE, MARINE, AND ACCIDENT. 


THE OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANOE OFFIOE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
Bonds, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 


HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


x IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS Xx 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
spectal valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 























SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
FUNDS - - - - - £ 3,000,000 
INCOME - - -+- + + £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - $1,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £11,700,000 





!' HE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrruovr Prorrrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Premium 
£1 7 8°, 


Age 
20 


Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
es, ee — 
30 | £116 %,| 40 | £2 10%, 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


20 yrs. Eval C2 yrs. | 


£1,438 | £1,724 | £2,067 | 


Duration | 10 yrs, . 





Amount of Policy £1,199 


Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tur London Gazette of the 21st inst. contains a list, under the 
Colonial Stock Act, 1900, of the two colonies (New Zealand and 
Canada) which have already complied with the Treasury 
conditions under the Act. e published the conditions last 
week (ante, p. 135), and elsewhere print the “‘list,” which 
contains more than one loan already issued by each of the two 
colonies. Besides being published in the London and Edinburgh 
Gazettes, the Treasury list, as amended from time to time, will 
have to be published in accordance with the second paragraph 
of the second section of the Act ‘‘in such other manner as may 
give the public full information on the subject.” 





Narvratiy this week has brought a Christmas box to the 
Land Registry in the shape of an extra application for registra- 
tion with an absolute title. For the first time since we com- 
menced our scrutiny there have been two advertisements of 
applications for registration with an absolute title of freehold 
a leasehold land within the County of London. This makes 
eight advertised applications during the last nine weeks with 
regard to London land, and no advertised applications with 
regard to land outside the compulsory district. 





In THE case of Re Scott (Times, 14th inst.) the Court of 
Appeal have affirmed the judgment of the Divisional Court 
(48 W. R. 205), and have allowed a remarkable but, under the 
circumstances, not an unnatural effect to section 33 of the Wills 
Act, 1837. Jonn Scorr, jun., died in January, 1899, having 
by his will left his property, valued at £16,000, upon trusts 
for the benefit of his widow and daughter. In May, 1899, 
Joun Scorr, sen., his father, died, having devised free- 
hold property valued at £80,000 to Joun Scorr, jun. On 
this freehold property estate duty was paid in respect of the 
death of the Sumer, and the question raised in the case was 
whether it was payable over again in respect of the death of 
the son. Apart from the Wills Act, there would, of course, 
have been a lapse, and the estate of the son would not have 
benefited by the devise. Since, however, the sou left issue 
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living at his death, then, by virtue of section 33, the 
devise did not lapse but took effect as if the death of 
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the son had happened immediately after the death of the father. 
Consequently, for the purpose of giving effect to the devise, it 
was to be assumed that the son had survived the father. Hence 
the devised freeholds passed by the son’s will and were vested 
in the trustees upon the trusts declared with respect to 
the property actually held by the son in his lifetime. 
Was, then, the same assumption to be made for the 

urpose of letting in the burden imposed by the 

inance Act, 1894? Primarily estate duty is payable upon 
property which ‘‘ passes on the death” of the person whose 
death is in question, and it would clearly be a straining of 
Janguage to say that in this sense the devised freeholds passed 
upon the death of the son. But the effect of the Act 
is not restricted to property passing on the death. It 
extends also to property ‘‘of which the deceased was at his 
death competent to dispose,” and these words let in other 
considerations than the mere fact of death. Owing to section 
33 of the Wills Act the devised estates passed under the will 
of the son, and they were thus actually disposed of by him. 
With this result in view it seems rather needless to debate 
whether he was ‘‘competent to dispose” of them. The 
competency was the creation of the statute, but none the 
less it was a real competency; and if the statute was 
effectual to give the estates to the persons claiming under the 
son’s will, it seems to be a natural conclusion that it was also 
effectual to let in the burden imposed by the Finance Act. 
“Tf,” said the Master of the Rolls, ‘the appellants take the 
benefit of section 33, which they do, and thus obtain the £80,000 
of property, they must take the burden also—that is, of paying 
the estate duty chargeable thereon.” The burden is exactly the 
same as if the son had survived the father, but had died 
immediately after him, and had so procured for his repre- 
sentatives by the actual circumstances the benefit which they 
took by force of the Wills Act. 





A CORRESPONDENT raises an interesting question with respect 
to the recovery of possession of deserted premises under 
section 16 of the Distress for Rent Act, 1737 (11 Geo. 2, c. 
19). The section provides that if any tenant holding lands 
“at a rack-rent, or where the rent reserved shall be full 
three-fourths of the yearly value of the demised premises,” 
is in arrear for one year’s rent and deserts the premises, so 
that no sufficient distress can be had, the landlord may recover 

ion by summary proceedings before two justices. By 57 

3, c. 52, the period for which rent must be in arrear was 
diminished to half a year, and it was expressly enacted that 
proceedings could be taken although no right of entry had been 
reserved to the landlord. In the case mentioned by our 
correspondent building land was let for ninety-nine years at a 
ground-rent of £20. Manufacturing buildings were erected, but 
the business seems to have proved a failure, and the lessee, who had 
mortgaged his interest, deserted them. The lessor had no power 
to determine the lease on default in payment of rent, but only 
to enter and take the rents until satisfaction of the arrears of 
-rent. The buildings, however, are ruinous and 
cannot be let, and the landlord’s contractual remedy is 
valueless to him. The mortgagee stands in the way of any 
further dealing with the premises. Under such circumstances, 
the yearly value of the premises being much below the amount 
of the nd-rent, is the rent reserved a rack-rent so as 
to enable proceedings to be taken under the above statute ? 
The statute does not expressly state at what period the 
test of the rack-rent is to be applied. Must the rent reserved be 
a rack-rent, or three-fourths of the yearly value, at the date of the 
lease, or at the time when the proceedings are taken? There 
has apparently been no decision on the point, but it is most 
natural to apply the test at the date when it is desired to recover 
; and this is in accordance with the statement in Cole 

on Ejectment (p. 677) that the justices are to determine 
“ whether the rent reserved 1s a rack-rent or full three-fourths,” 
&e. In a long lease—and there is no reason to suppose that the 
statute does not apply to such leases (see Lz parts Pilton, 1 B. 
& A. 369)—it might be impossible to ascertain the yearly value 
at the beginning of the lease, and, moreover, it is n , if 


being should be taken. As the present case shews, it is no 
protection to the landlord that the original rent was a low one 
if in course of time it has become so high that it cannot be 
covered by a reletting. The point cannot be regarded as clear, 
but we should be inclined to say that under the circumstances 
stated the landlord could recover pee under the statute, 
and we are not aware that he could recover possession in any 
other way. 





Unper section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the relief 
against forfeiture is, as was held in Burt v. Gray (39 W. RB, 
429; 1891, 2 Q. B. 98), only allowed as between lessor and 
leesee, and the section does not anable an underlessee to avoid 
the effect of a forfeiture incurred by his immediate lessor, 
This hardship upon underlessees was remedied by section 4 of 
the Oonveyancing Act, 1892, and where a lessor is proceeding 
to enforce a forfeiture, the underlessee may apply to the court 
for an order vesting in him the property, or part of the property, 
comprised in the lease. But he is not to gain thereby any 
longer term than that which was comprised in his sub-lease, 
and the order will be made upon such conditions as to paymeat 
of rent or otherwise as the court thinks fit. Ordinarily, no 
doubt, the sub-lessee can be properly required to pay to the 
head lessor the same rent as he has been paying to the sub- 
lessor, provided his position will not be in fact altered by his 
change of landlord; but when such an alteration has taken 
place, then it is for the court to have regard to the whole 
circumstances and to fix the rent which the sub-lessee must pay 
as a condition of procuring relief. A good illustration is 
afforded by the decision of the Court of Appeal in Zwart v. 
Fryer (ante, p. 115). In 1896 a public-house was let to 
Compz & Oo. (Limited) for thirty years at a rent of £300. 
At the same time Comsz & Oo., in consideration of a 

remium of £8,000, sub-let the premises to the defendant 

RYER for twenty-nine and a-quarter years at a rent of 
£800, reducible to £300 so long as he took beer from 
the sub-lessors. The premium was not paid, but was secured 
by a mortgage of the sub-lease. In 1898 Comsz & Oo. 
went into voluntary liquidation, and since the proviso for 
re-entry in the lease to them allowed of re-entry upon 
liquidation whether voluntary or compulsory, a forfeiture 
ensued of which the lessors took advantage. A power of 
re-entry of this nature is not confined to the case of liquidation 
consequent upon insolvency: Horsey Estate v. Steiger (47 
W. R. 644; 1899, 2 Q. B. 79). The lessee company, having 
ceased to exist, was unable to procure relief, but the under- 
lessee applied under the Conveyancing Act, 1892, to have the 
property vested in him for the remainder of his term. This it 
was clear that the court ought to allow, but a question arose as 
to the rent which was to be paid. The under lessee had always 
got his beer from Compr & Co., and had consequently paid them 
only the reduced rent of £300, and he claimed that this was the 
rent which he should continue to pay. He was, however, 
getting rid of his obligation to take beer from his former land- 
lords, and while it would have been inequitable to make him 
liable for the full alternative rent of £800 a year, yet he was 
not entitled to the advantage which he would get by the house 
ceasing to be a tied house. Under these circumstances the 
Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of Kexxrwion, J., under 
which it was referred to chambers to fix what was a fair rent for 
the defendant to pay. 





Tue wast decision of the century given by the Court for Crown 
Oases Reserved last week in the case of Regina v. Kane, shows 
how easy it often still is for a rogue to wrongfully deprive 
another of his money, and yet escape punishment. In this case 
the accused was indicted under section 75 of the Larceny Act, 
1861, for that he, being the agent of W., and having been 
intrusted with a cheque for £60, with a direction in writing to 
apply the proceeds to a certain purpose, did, in violation of good 
faith, convert the proceeds to his own use. The facts proved at 
the trial shewed that the accused was a conjurer by trade, and 
that he had persuaded the prosecutrix to hand him a cheque for 
£60 in order to buy for her shares in a certain company. He 
gave her a written receipt for the money, which document con- 





the object of the statute is to be attained, that the value for the time 


tained a statement of the purpose for which he had received the 
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Denytly cashed the cheque iol i The money for his own aon of Covent Garden Market, purported to distinguish 


purposes. Two questions were put to the court—(1) Was the 
accused an “agent” within the statute? (2) Did the receipt he 
signed constitute a ‘‘direction in writing”? The second 
question was the one which had been chiefly argued in the court 
of first instance, and it is a question of great importance. 
The first question, however, was answered by the High 
Court in favour of the prisoner, and so the second has remained 
unanswered. As to the first question, the words of the Act are 
“banker, merchant, broker, attorney, or other agent,” and it 
seems fairly clear, quite apart from authority, that the words 
“other agent” are governed by the preceding words, and that 
no one can come within the meaning of the statute who is not 
an agent by vocation and carries on some business similar to 
that of the persons mentioned. There is, however, direct 
authority as to this in the case of Regina v. Portugal (16 Q. B. D. 
487), which was a decision of a Divisional Court. The Court 
for Crown Cases Reserved, although not bound by this case, 
thought it ought to be followed, and so the conviction was 
quashed, and the second question was not dealt with. That 
question would, however, probably have also been answered 
in favour of the prisoner. It is hard to see how the 
prosecutrix could have given the prisoner a “direction in 
writing’ which was written by him and handed to her. It is 
hard also to see how a man can give himself directions. This 
then is one of the many cases in which a dishonest man may 
obtain money intending to deprive the owner of it, and actually 
deprive him of it, and still escape justice. This injustice will 
go on until it becomes recognized that a person who obtains 
money upon @ apr ye to apply it to a certain purpose ought 
to be convicted of obtaining money by false pretences if it 
can be proved that he never had any intention of keeping 
the promise. Of course, intention is often difficult to prove, but 
it may often be proved very satisfactorily from the general 
conduct of the accused. When a person receives money in order 
to purchase something for another, and immediately applies 
that money to his own use, his intention may be inferred with a 
high degree of certainty. It is hard to see why a person, who 
receives the money of another with a verbal direction as to its 
application, should be able to misappropriate it with impunity. 
In fact it is high time that Parliament gave some attention to 
the amendment of the Larceny Act. Crimes of dishonesty 
constantly tend to become more and more complex, and the law 
is not elastic enough to cover them all. 





THE RECENT decision of the House of Lords in Duke of 
Bedford vy. Ellis (Times, 12th inst.) widens the construction 
which has been placed on R. 8. ©., ord. 16, r. 9. The rule 
18 a8 follows: ‘‘ Where there are numerous persons having 
the same interest in one cause or matter, one or more of such 
Persons may sue or be sued . . . on behalf or for the benefit 
of all persons so interested.” In Zemperton v. Russell (41 W. R. 
821; 1898, 1 Q. B. 435) an attempt was made to use this rule 
for the purpose of enabling a plaintiff, by suing the officers of 
& trade union as representing the members of the union, to get 
& judgment which would Sind all the members. But this 
— of the rule was rejected; and Linptey, L.J., in 
delivering the judgment of the Court of Appeal, used an 
expression which restricted the rule to cases of a common 
Proprietary interest. The expression in the rules, ‘the same 
interest in one cause or matter,” only extends, he said, 
“to persons who have or claim some beneficial proprietary 
right which they are asserting or defending in the cause 
or matter.” If a reason was wanted for refusing to apply 


was clearly sufficient for the purpose. The persons there 
whom it was sought to sue by means of representative defend- 
ants certainly had no common proprietary right. But the case 
might have been decided in the same way on other grounds, and 
&% the sequel has shewn, the dictum quoted above was unneces- 
sarily wide, When. Zillis v. Duke of Bedford (47 W. R. 170) 
tame before Romer, J., it was used as a ground for refusing the 


between persons who visited the market to sell produce grown 
by themselves and persons who sold as middlemen, and in 
the action it was claimed that certain preferential rights in 
the letting of stands were conferred on the former class. Some 
of the class sued as representing the rest, and, as just intimated, 
Romer, J., held that the rule did not entitle them to doso. But this 
was reversed by the Court of Appeal (Linpray, M.R. and Ricsy, 
L.J., Vavenan Wiu1ams, L.J., dissenting), and it is curious that 
the Master of the Rolls does not appear to have adverted to his 
ownformer dictum which was taken by Romer, J., to be decisive of 
the case. Dropping the notion of a common proprietary right 
—of which, indeed, the rule itself says nothing—he thought 
it sufficient to point out that the growers of produce claimed in 
respect of the same statutory rights, and hence had the same in- 
terest in one matter for the purpose of representation under the 
rule. Thesame view has now been taken by the House of Lords, 
and Lord MacnaGHTEn has poitited out in his interesting judgment 
that the rule constitutes no advance on the practice in Chancery 
for the past hundred years. Theoretically every n affected 
by the action must be present as plaintiff or lefendant, but 
when the parties are numerous, to insist on this requirement 
would be equivalent to a denial of justice. The theoretical rule, 
therefore, gives way to considerations of convenience, and if it 
appears that the interests of the different persons are the same, 
some of them may properly represent the whole class. But this 
beneficial principle depends on identity of interest, of whatever 
nature that interest may be, and is not restricted to cases of a 


common proprietary interest. 





AN IMPORTANT point upon the right of a lessee under a mining 
lease to compensation under the Lands Clauses Acts was decided 
by a Divisional Court (Dartine and Bucxnrit, JJ.) in Re 
Masters and The Great Western Railway Co, (49 W.R. 29). By a 
lease dated in June, 1891, a lessor demised to Masters for sixty 
years a piece of land coloured yellow on the plan annexed to the 
lease, with the mines and minerals under some 335 acres of 
adjacent land, and the lessee was to have the right of sinking pits 
in certain land coloured pink, subject to the reasonable approval 
of the lessor. On the 25th of May, 1898, the Great Western Rail- 
way Co. gave Masrers notice to treat for part of the pink land, 
and upon the same day Masters gave the lessor’s agent notice of 
his intention to sink a pit on the land specified in the notice to 
treat. The parties proceeded to arbitration and the sum of £8,900 
was awarded to Sisecame as compensation, the amount being, 
according to the special case subsequently prepared, calculated on 
the basis of the additional expense which TERS would have to 
incur in consequence of the railway company making it impossible 
for him to sink a pit on the land taken. The question thereupon arose 
whether Masters had any right over the surface of the pink land in 
respect of which he was entitled to compensation. His claim was 
based upon section 68 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and it is 
settled that under this section compensation can only be given 
when the execution of the company’s works injuriously affects a 
right incident to land. In the present case it was sought 
to defeat the claim on the ground that the right to sink 
a pit, being personal to the lessee, was not a right consti- 
tuting an interest in land, and also that the exercise 
of it was subject to an approval which had not been in fact 
given. The allowance of either objection would seem to be a 
t hardship on the lessee, and was rejected by the court. 
learly the right of sinking pits was a valuable right, and since it 
was attached to Masters as lessee of the land, there appears to 
have been no ground for treating it as merely personal, and no 
reason was shewn why the lessor would have been justified in 
withholding his approval. According to the judgment of 
Bucxnitt, J., the arbitrator had virtually found that the land 
pro to be taken was a proper and reasonable place in which 
to sink a pit. Under the circumstances the court held that the 
olaimant had established his right to the amount awarded. 











facilities of @ representative suit to claimants who clearly had a 
mmon interest in the same matter, although they had ro 


The late Lord Armstrong is stated to have practised for some time as a 
solicitor at Newcastle. 
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THE PRACTICAL WORKING OF THE COMPANIES 
ACT, 1900. 
IX. 


TI.—Existrva Compantes Orrertinc Future Issvzs To THE 
Pvustic. 


WE have already considered the provisions of the Companies 
Act, 1900, as they affect existing and new companies alike, the 
most important of such provisions being those which relate to 
returns of allotments of shares (section 7), the registration of 
mortgages and charges (section 14), the further particulars to 
be given in the annual returns (section 19), and audit (sections 
21-28); and we have considered the provisions specially 
applicable to new companies which offer shares or debentures 
for public subscription. In dealing separately with existing 
companies which go to the public with new issues of shares or 
debentures after the 31st inst. it is only necessary to consider 
how far the special provisions relating to new companies going 
to the public are applicable. It will be found that the only 
points to which attention need be directed are (1) the fixing of 
the minimum subscription on which the directors will go to 
allotment; (2) the payment of commission for underwriting ; 
and (3) the issue of the prospectus. 

(1) Fixing of Minimum Subscription—The provisions of 
section 4 with respect to fixing the minimum subscription are 
excluded by sub-section 6 from ‘‘any allotment of shares sub- 
sequent to the first allotment of shares offered to the public for 
subscription.” Hence where a company has already gone to 
the public with an issue of share capital, and a further issue is 

e after the 31st inst., no minimum subscription need be 
fixed. If, however, the first public issue is made after the 
8lst inst. the provisions of section 4 apply, and it will be 
necessary for the minimum subscription to be fixed by the 
articles of association and named in the prospectus. Hence, 
unless the entire issue is to be subscribed, the articles will have 
to be altered so as to comply with this requirement. 

(2) Commission for Underwriting or Placiny Shares. — The 
provisions of section 8 authorizing the payment of a commission 
to persons who underwrite or procure subscriptions for shares 
apply Magy any offer of shares to the public for subscription.” 

ney apply, therefore, where an existing company goes to the 
public with a fresh issue of shares, and for the future the 
payment of commissions of the nature specified will be 
permissible. But the payment of the commission and the rate 
per cent. must be authorized by the articles and disclosed in the 
prospectus, and the commission paid must not exceed the amount 
or rate so authorized. In the case of existing companies, 
therefore, an alteration of the articles will be necessary before 
advantage can be taken of section 8. 

(8) Issue of the Prospectus.—There is nothing in section 10 
to exclude existing companies from its operation, and every 
prospectus issued after the 31st inst. offering for public 
subscription shares or debentures or debenture stock will have 
to conform to its requirements, subject only to the exemptions 
allowed by sub-section 4. These exemptions relate to the 
case of a prospectus which is published ‘more than one year 
after the date at which the company is entitled to commence 
business,” an expression which the draftsman obviously intro- 
duced with reference to the provisions of section 6 as to com- 
panies registered after the 3lst inst. With regard to such 
companies the expression has a defined meaning, and its intro- 
duction would seem to suggest that the exemptions are restricted 
in a corresponding manner. There is obviously, however, no 
reason why existing companies which have to conform to section 
10 should not also have the benefit of sub-section 4, and it 
seems safe to say that in their case the date of registration 
will be taken as the date when they were entitled to commence 


Reading sub-section 4 in this manner, a prospectus issued by 
& company registered before the Ist of January next more than 
a year from the date of registration need not state in the pros- 
pectus the contents of and signatories to the memorandum of 
association, or the specified particulars with regard to directors, 
or the amount of preliminary expenses ; and in disclosing “ all 
material contracts” it will be sufficient ‘to disclose contracts 





entered into during a period of two years immediately preceding 
the publication of the prospectus. But in other respects the 
requirements of section 10 will have to be complied with, ang 
the various particulars which have been already enumeratel 
(ante, p. 118) will have to be given. Frequently, however, the 
new issue of shares or debentures will not be made for the 
purpose of purchasing property, and many of the particulary 
which the section is meant to elicit—such as the profit made by 
vendors and promoters—will not be applicable. It is to be 
noticed that the provisions of section 2 with respect to the con- 
ditions to be observed before any person is named as a director 
in any prospectus issued by or on behalf of a company do not 
apply to companies registered before the Ist of January next. 


IV.—New Oompantzs not Gorne To THE PvuBLio. 


New companies which do not offer any shares or debentures 
to the public will be subject to the provisions which have been 
enumerated as affecting existing and new companies alike, 
Attention should be paid, therefore, to the provisions of 
section 1 as to incorporation; of section 3 as to directors’ 
qualification shares; of sections 7 as to making returns of allot- 
ments of shares, distinguishing between cash and paid-up shares, 
and as to filing a contract in respect of shares of the latter 
class; of section 14 as to the registration of mortgages and 
charges; of sections 19 and 20 as to the annual returns to be 
made to the registrar, and as to the list of directors to be kept 
at the company’s office; and of section 21 as to audit. Of the 
various provisions of the Act, however, which specially affect 
new companies it will be found that they are in general confined 
to companies which go to the public for either share or deben- 
ture capital. Thus, new companies which do not go to the 
public are not concerned with the restrictions of section 2 on the 
appointment of directors, or with the provisions of section 4 
as to allotment, or of section 6 as to commencing business, 
or of sections 9 and 10 as to the issue of prospectuses. Nor are 
they entitled to the benefit of section 8, which allows com- 
missions to be paid for underwriting. On the other hand, they 
must observe the requirements of section 12 as to the holding 
of the statutory meeting (ante, p. 133). 


V.—New Oompantes LimiteD spy GUARANTEE. 


By the definition clause (section 33), “‘company”’ is defined 
to mean a company registered under the Companies Acts, and 
consequently the provisions of the Act of 1900 apply in general 
to —_——— limited by guarantee as well as to companies 
limited by shares. Under the Act of 1862 a company limited by 
guarantee may have a share capital, and in such case the articles 
of association must state the amount of capital with which 
the company is to be registered. In this respect a change is 
introduced by section 27 of the present Act, and a new company 
limited by guarantee will not be capable of having a capital 
divided into shares ‘‘ unless the memorandum of association so 

rovides, and specifies the amount of its capital (subject to 
increase or reduction in accordance with the Companies Acts) and 
the number of shares into which the capital is divided.” The 
words in brackets seem to have been introduced upon the 
assumption that the existing* provisions of the Companies 
Acts as to increase and HB scene of capital apply to 
companies limited by guarantee. As long as the capital had 
only to be stated in the articles, then, as the articles were 
alterable, the capital also could be altered. But now that the 
amount is to be stated in the memorandum, special statutory 
provision for this purpose is required. Section 12, however, of 
the Act of 1862, which authorizes an increase of capital, and 
section 9 of the Act of 1867, which authorizes a reduction of 
capital, apply only to companies limited by shares. It 
might possibly be held that the refereftce in section 27 of 
the present Ket to the increase or reduction of capital by 


implication extends these provisions to companies limited by © 


guarantee having a share capital; but such a construction 
cannot be relied upon, and it would seem that the capital of 
these companies will be unalterable. It should be noticed that 
some of the provisions of the present Act are expressly restricted 
to companies which are limited by shares. Thus a company 
limited by guarantee is not within section 7 as to returns of 
allotments of share capital, or section 12 as to the holding of 
the statutory meeting. 
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It is needless at the present time to express any opinion 
as to the probable effect of the Act upon the formation of 
companies. The great majority of companies, it has always 
been recognized, are honestly brought out and honestly 
managed, and it was the fear of interfering unduly with this 
form of commercial enterprize which made the discussions on 
the Bill promoted by the Board of Trade so prolonged. Even 
in the case of such companies the Act will enforce more dis- 
closure in the prospectus than has been customary, and in the 
case of dishonest companies the disclosure, if the intention of 
the promoters of the Act are attained, will be fatal to their 
flotation. It is in the changed form of prospectus that the 
operation of the Act will most speedily be made manifest. 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURT PRACTICE. 


Toz AnNUAL County CourT PRAcTICE, 1901. FoUNDED oN 
PoLLocK AND Nicot’s AND HEywoop'’s PRACTICES OF THE 
County Courts. Two VotumEs. Edited by Wittiam CEcIL 
SmyLy, Q.C., Judge of County Courts; assisted by WILLIAM. 
Jamzs Brooxs, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The multiplication of Annual Practices is a feature in legal litera- 
ture of the present day which is fully appreciated by the profession. 
It is, however, obviously most desirable that all such works should 
be edited, year by year, with the utmost care, and, if possible, 
published at the end of each year, so that they may comprise all 
recent statutes, rules, and decisions. Owing to what we cavnot 
but regard as their somewhat premature publication, the volumes 
before us, which profess to contain the practice of the county 
courts for 1901, do not include amongst their contents the County 
Court Rules, 1900, dated the 27th ult., and which come into force 
on the 1st of January next, and amend and prescribe the practice 
under various special statutes (notably the Agricultural Holdings’ 
Act, 1900), besides making various alterations, of more or less import- 
ance, in the ordinary practice of the county courte. Tbis omission 
will, no doubt, be supplied ~ e supplement. We observe that the 
following cases, which might have been cited in the present edition, 
have escaped the editor's vigilance—namely, Orys‘al Palace Gas Co. 
v. Idris (82 L. T. 200), Telephone Co. v. Tunbridge Wells Corporation 
(48 W. R, 686), and Attorney-General v. Lord Stanley of Alderley (1900, 
1Q. B. 256). The following statutes have also been omitted—namely, 
the Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and Others) 
Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 32), the Companies Act, 1900 (63 & 64 
Vict. c. 48), the Colonial Stock Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 62), and 
the Ekctric Clauses Lighting Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vict c.19). It is 
true that these statutes do not all expressly mention the county 
courts, ~— incorporated with previous statutes giving them 
jurisdiction, but the last-named statute does, in section 46, expressly 
refer to the county courts, while the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, which 
widens the range of trustee investments, certainly seems to be 
germane to that branch of county court equitable jurisdiction which 
concerns trustees and the execution of trusts. In thus freely 
criticizing the present edition of this work, we have no wish to 
minimize its value, not merely as‘a text-book, but, to quote the 
language of Collins, L.J., in regard thereto in T’he Queen v. Regist-ar 
of Southampton County Court = L. J. Q. B., at p. 709), as “an 
authoritative exposition of the law.’ Indeed it is precisely because 
we recognize the value and utility of the work that we regret 
the present edition does not altogether realize our expectations or 
attain the high standard of excellence to which ious editions had 
accustomed us. We are glad to notice that the Index to Vol. I, 
which, it will be remembered, mainly concerns the ordinary juris- 
diction and practice of the county courts, keeps pace with the yearly 

increasing contents, to which it affords ready access. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Yearly County Court Practice, 1901. 
County Court Practice and Pitt-Lewis’ County Court Practice. By 
G. Pirr-Lewis, Q.C., Sir C. ARNoLD Wurtz, Barrister-at-Law, 
Chief Justice of Madras, and ARcHIBALD Reap, B.A., Barrister-at 
Law. In Two Volumes. Butterworth & Co; Shaw & Sons. 


The Law and Practice of the Estate Duty (Finance Acts, 1894 to 
1900). By ALFRED W. Sowarp, of the Estate Duty Oitice, Somerset 
House. Fourth Edition, Enlarged and in Great Part Re-written, 
with Cases to Date. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


The English Reports. Volume I.: House of Lords, containing 
Shower, Colles, and Brown—Volumes 1 to 3. William Green & Sons, 


Founded on Archbold’s shall be 


ufacturing 
Thomas Odell v. The Griffin Manufacturing Company 


Glance’? Remembrancer ; which, by an ingenious ar 
whole week’s engagements to be seen ; the 


Practice Hints on the Preparation and Registration of Joint Stock 
Companies Forms, with Precedents, Tables of Fees and Stamp Duties, 
and an Index. Fifth Edition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
RECOVERY OF POSSESSION OF DESERTED PREMISES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—By a lease of 1852 building land was demised for 999 years at 
a yearly ground-rent of £20, with power for the lessor, in default of 
payment, to enter and take the rents until satisfaction of the arrears 
of ground-rent. Manufacturing buildings of considerable value were 
erected upon the plot, but some fourteen years ago the assignee of the 
term failed to pay the ground-rent, when it was found that he bad 
mortgaged the leasehol interest, and that everything else had been 
sold on behalf of his creditors. The lessor thereupon entered into 
possession, but has since been unable to let the works for any purpose, 
and as they have now become ruinous they are pei valueless. 

If the lessor could acquire the leasehold interest he might obtain a 
small sum for the materials of the works, and re-let the Jand at a 
considerably reduced ground-rent; but the mortgagee demands 
prohibitive terms for selling such interest, and any proceedings in 
Chancery to compel a sale would not be worth the necessary cost. 

The 11 Geo. 2, c. 19, s. 16, seems to afford a cheap and speedy 
remedy for terminating a lease of deserted premises, but it provides 
that the rent must be at least three-fourths of the yearly value of the 
premises ; so that it appears primarily intended to apply to occupa- 
tion tenancies, way there seems nothing to preclude it from 
extending to building leases under suitable conditions. 

Does the value referred to mean the value at the time of the demise 
or at the time of the proceedings, and would the Act be applicable to 
the above case, where the buil , although originally worth much 
more than the ground-rent, being beyond repair, are now practically 
worth less than three-fourths of it; or can any other inexpensive 
procedure for terminating the lease be sug; P A case in point 
would oblige. 

I think that cases like the above cannot be rare, as I have recently 
met with two. ‘* LANOASHIRE.” 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900. 
List oF STOCKS UNDER SECTION 2. 
Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under- 
mentioned stocks registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom : 
Dominion of Canada. 
t. Loans of 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1878-79. 
t. Loan (1909-34). 
uced Loan 


t. . 
(1910-38). 


Cc 


TTT) 
reer 


t 
t. 
t. 


pERE 


4 o 
New Zealand. 


4 per Cent. Consolidated Stock (1929). 
34 per Cent. Consolidated Stock (1940). 
3 per Cent. Consolidated Stock (1945). 


The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section 2, of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above stocks (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, 


section 2), 
Treasury-chambers, 8.W., December 20, 1900. 


TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Onpzr or Court. 
Friday, the 14th day of December, 1900. 
I, Hardinge Stanle: , Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Cozuns-Haroy (1900—G.—No. 2,435). 
In the Matter of Tbe Griffin Man een eamee. Edgar 
Hatsevry, Co. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


LYSONS v. ANDREW ENOWLES & SONS (LIM.). 14th Dec. 


Master anp Szervant—Emp.oyers’ Lianrrry—Accipent—CoMPENSATION 
—AveraGk Wesxity Barnincs—Empioyvep Less Toan Two WEEKs— 
Worxmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8.1; 
ScwEDULE. 

Appeal from Court of Appeal (A. L. Swrrn and Cotta, L.JJ., Roman, 
L.J., doubting) (48 W. R. 408; 1900, 1 Q. B. 780). The appellant was a 
pitman in the employ of the respondents, who were owners of a colliery, 
and was engaged as a pieceworker at six shillingsa day. He began work 
on a Tuesday and did a day’s work. The next day wasaholiday. On 
Thureday he again went into the pit to do a day’s work, and 
while working was injured by the fall of a piece of coal. On 
Friday he was paid six shillings for the first day’s work and on the 
Friday following six shillings for the second day. The appellant claimed 
compensation for the injury sustained. The county court judge considered 
that as appellant had earned twelve shillings within a period of seven days, 
that sum must be taken as his average weekly earnings; the Court of 
Appéal, however, held that it was necessary for a workman to have been 
at least two weeks in the service of his employer in order to be entitled to 
compensation. The first schedule to the Act, sub-section 1 (4), is as 
follows: ‘*The amount of compensation under this Act shall be, when 
total or partial incapacity for work results from the injury, a weekly 
payment during the incapacity. after the second week, not exceeding 
50. per cent. of his average weekly earnings during the previous twelve 
months, if he has been so long employed, but, if not, then for 
any less period during which he has been in the employment of 
the same employer, such weekly payment not to exceed one pound.”’ 
After argument the next case was heard, and judgment then given in both. 
—CovnsxL, Joseph Walton, Q.C., Atherley Jones, Q.C., and Richard Smith ; 
C. A. Cripps, Q.C., and F. H. Mellor. Soutcrrors, Radford § Frankland, 
= Bowden § Widdowson, Manchester; Roweliffes ¢ Co., for Fullagar & Hulton, 


STUART v. NIXON & BRUCE. 14th Dec. 


Masrzg anp Szervant—Ewmptoyers’ Liasrirry—Accipent —ComPENnsAaTION— 
Duration or Employment — WorxkMEN’s CoMPENSATION Act, 1897 
(60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8.1; Scuepvus. 


In this appeal the workman, a stevedore’s labourer was killed on the 
fifth day by an accident after continuous employment at daily wages. 
His widow, the appellant, claimed compensation. The Court of Appeal 
(Collins, Vaughan Williams, and Romer, L.JJ.) (48 W. R. 598; 1900, 
2 a! B. 95) considered the case governed by Lysons v. Andrew Knowles 


& Sons. 

Tue Hovse allowed both appeals. 

Earl of Haussvey, C., after referring to the difficulties of construction 
of the Act and the language used, said: I have no doubt that the 
Legislature did mean that every one in a prescribed trade should be 
entitled to compensation. But it was said that the enactment was to pay 
compensation in accordance with the first schedule. It was, however, to 
be observed that the Act did not say ‘‘ such compensation as is prescribed 
in that schedule,’’ but “‘in accordance with’’ it. Looking at the schedule 
we found a variety of conditions which were very intelligible if we tock 
into consideration the leading enactment that — workman was entitled 
to compensation. Then it was said that if the workmen were not employed 
for at least two weeks how could his earnings be averaged when an average 
was impossible? But even if there was no mode of fixing the quantum, he 
(the learned lord) should still be of opinion that in the schedule there was no 

of a right which had firet been granted, and that arbitration or some 
means might be taken. There was certainly nothing in the schedule to 
override the primary right given toevery workman. There were, no doubt, 
conditions to the compensation. Noone was entitled who was not disabled 
for two weeks. Thus trifling injuries were excluded. Then the mode of 
administration and relief had to be considered ; and it was natural to find 
out what was to be the weekly payment, and for that purpose some relation 
to weekly earnings had to be establiched ; and then it was that the Legis- 
lature used the expression “‘ average weekly earnings.’ But this di1 not 
in the least import that the right was to be limited and cut down. It was 
only intended to provide an artificial means of ascertaining the question. 
That was all that was meant by the word “ average,” and he was not much 
by the argaments on the strict meaning of the word. The idea 
was simply to take one week with another. Any other interpretation 
would exclude an enormous class of labourers not in regular employment. 
Such a construction was r to his mind, and the decision in the 
fizst case to be to reverse the order of the Court of A . 
In Stuart 1. Nizon, the second case, a stevedore was engaged in a 
vessel; the cargo was in, but the hatchway was not covered. In cov 
iron beams the i 


rad g 
this case came within these . It was absurd to suppose that the 
peed oat oy to the exact ns ver at which 
loading or unloading. What was intended was to 


eae, i ee of the operation and all the work 
comnected with ¢ Seay ea In this case also he moved that the 
decision of the court below be reversed. It was not for their lordships to 
fix the amount of compensation, but the case must go back for that 
purpose to the county court judge; the amount would probably be the 
minimum—£10) — provided by the Act. 

Lords Macuacutex, Snax, Buaurton, and Rowzutson concurred. 


| 
tf 





Lord Linpuzy did not think that the man was engaged in loading or 
unloading. The appeals were therefore allowed in both cases.—Covunsz., 
Joseph Walton, Q.C., and Leslie Scott ; Ruegg, Q.0., and A. G. Steele. Sout- 
crrors, Crowders, Vizard, & Oldham, for G. L. Linskey, Liverpool; Wm. 
Hurd § Son, for Oliver Jones, Biilson, $ Co., Liverpool. 

[Reported by C. H. Grarroy, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HALBOT v. LENS. Kekewich, J. 6th and 18th Dec. 


Principal AND AGENT—WARRANTY OF AUTHORITY —MIsREPRESENTATION— 
Liasiuity oF Suprosep AGENT. 


This was an action brought by the plaintiff Halbot against Bernard Clarke 
Lens and Ethel Clarke Lens as efoniants. The facts were very nety 
follows: Prior tq August, 1899, the plaintiff and the first-named defendant 
had for many yearscarried on a business in partnership at Bradford under 
the firm name of Halbot, Lens, & Co. On the 17th of August, 1899, the 
firm, being in difficulties, issued a circular convening a meeting of its 
creditors, Meetings were held on the 25th and 30th of August, 1899, and in 
the result the creditors agreed to accept a composition of 12s. in the pound, 
to be paid in three instalments of five shillings, five shillings, and two 
shillings, payable at three, six, and nine months respectively, the last 
instalment to be guaranteed as appears below. ‘The rights of the creditors 
against sureties were reserved in the usual way. This arrangement was 
carried into effect by the issue on the 25th of September, 1899, of com- 

sition bills, those for the first and second instalments being accepted by the 
Som, and those for the third instalment being accepted by the firm and 
drawn and endorsed by Ethel Clarke Lens (the second defendant) as a surety 
approved by the committee of inspection appointed by the creditors. At the 
date of the arrangement come to with the creditors, the firm were indebted 
to their bankers to the amount of £15,000, for which the bankers held as 
collateral security a separate guarantee of Halbot (the plaintiff) for £1,000, 
supported by deposit with the bank of scrip belonging to him; a joint 
guarantee of the two defendants for £4,000, suppo: by a deposit with the 
bank of £2,300 in cash or securities, and a guarantee of Dr. Thomas Clarke 
(father of the second defendant) for £5,000. Un the lst of September, 1899, 
& memorandum was signed by the plaintiff and the first defendant, the latter 
signing on behalf of his co-defendant and on behalf of Dr. Clarke, as 
well as on bis own behalf. Clause 1 of this memorandum provided (after 
referring to the fact of an offer of composition to the creditors having bean 
made) that the plaintiff should take over the current business from the 17th 
of August, 1899 (the date of stoppage), paying for the assets taken over by 
him, which included book debts, contracts, goodwill, trade-marks, &c., the 
price of the stock taken at invoice prices less a discount, payment to be made 
to Mr, Lens within three months of the 25th of August, 1899, Mr, Lens to 
take all the remaining assets of the firm, and, in consideration of this, to 
accept the burden of paying the composition to the creditors, wat amet 
costs, Clause 3 of the memorandum was as follows: ‘‘ All claims (if any 
made or existing by Dr. Clarke or Mrs, Lens against Halbot to be released.” 
Both Dr. Clarke and Ethel Clarke Lens absolutely repudiated the memoran- 
dum, and denied that the defendant had any authority to sign on their 
behalf. It ap from the evidence that at the time of signing the 
memorandum the defendant Bernard Clarke Lens represented to the plain- 
tiff that, as he believed to be the fact, he had authority to sign on behalf of 
Ethel Clarke Lens, but objected to signing on behalf of Dr. Clarke on the 
ground that not only had he no authority to do so, but aleo that, as plaintiff 
was well aware, Dr. Clarke had entirely refused to consent to the terms of 
the agreement. The plaintiff then brought his action against Mr. and Mrs, 
Lens, and asked (inter alia) (1) for a declaration that under the agreement 
the defendants, or one of them, were or was bound to obtain a release by 
Dr. Clarke of all claims then made or existing by him against the plaintiff, 
and to indemnify the plaintiff therefrom; or, alternatively, that the 
defendant Bernard Clarke Lens was bound to procure the said release and 
also a similar release by his co-defendant Kthel Clarke Lens, and to 
indemnify the plaintiff against all claims by her and Dr. Clarke; (2) for 
specific performance. The plaintiff also asked for damages and costs. It 
was admitted that neither br. Clarke nor Mrs. E. C. Lens were bound by 
the memorandum. It was contended on behulf of the plaintiff that the 
defendant had, by signing the memorandum in the way he did, warranted 
his authority as agent (Collen v. Wright, infra), and that, if that was not so 
with regard to Dr. Clarke, he had warranted that the contract should be 
performed by Dr. Clarke, and was liable in damages. On behalf of the 
defendant it was contended that there was no intentional misrepresentation 
as to authority on behalf of Ethel Clarke Lens, and that as re Dr. 
Clarke there was no misrepresentation at all, the plaintiff being told by the 
defendant, and being aware that Dr. Clarke absolutely declined to have 
anything to do with it. 

Kzxewicu, J.—As to the question whether the defengant Lens is liable in 
ag to the plaintiff Halbot for not having procured the concurrence of 
Dr, Clarke and Mrs. Lens on the ground that he purported to sign on their 
behalf, as well as his own, the law is uately expounded in Collen v. 
Wright (7 EAL & Bl. 301, and 8 Ell. & Bl. 647). Oockburn, U.J., at p. 658 
of the latter report, says: “The proposition we are called upon to affirm is 
that by the law of land a party making a contract as agent in the name 
of a principal impliedly contracts with the other contracting party, that he 
has authority from the alleged principal to make the contract, and that if it 
turns out he has not this authority, he is liable in an action on such implied 
contract.” That decision does not proceed on the footing of there having been 
any wroug or omission of right on the part of the agent in order to make 
him ly liable on a contract made in the name of his my and 
that case, I think, overrules Smout v. Ilbury (10 M. & W. 1). ‘The con- 





Dec 


_ 
= 


¢.usion, | 
on such | 
misdescr 
an alleg 
prove th 

igning. 


Tav 


BEETEI2 FTE. 


the 
Nor 





10. 


ing or 
UNSEL, 
Sour. 
Wm. 





Dec. 29, 1900. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





(Vol. 45.] 151 











c.usion, therefore, is that in order to enable a plaintiff to maintain an action 
on such a contract he must prove a misdescription in fact—that is to say. a 
misdescription by the defendant that he was authorized to sign on behalf of 
an alleged principal when in fact he was not so authorized, but he need not 
prove that this misrepresentation was due to omission or wrong by the party 
signing. I think, therefore, that Lens, having no authority to sign for his 
wife, and having nevertheless signed as if he had, must be ed as 
having entered into a contract that he had authority to sign and bind her, 
and he must be held to have made a misrepresentation in tact which renders 
him liable to an action on the implied contract, and in of that the 

intiff is therefore entitled to judgment. The case, however, against Lens 
in respect of his signature on behalf of Dr. Olarke stands on a different foot- 
ing. The result of the evidence shews that both the plaintiff and Lens 
equally knew, not merely that Lens had no authority to bind Dr, Clarke, but 


that Dr. Clarke bad declined to assent to the terms of the ent so far 
as they affected him. There was no misrepresentation of fact by Lens, for he 
said plainly, ‘I have no authority, and I do not believe that I shall be able 


to get it.” Neither is there evidence from which I can directly infer that 
he nevertheless contracted to obtain it. The plaintiff has, therefore, failed 
to establish misrepresentation of fact against the defendant Lens so far as 
regards his signature on behalf of Dr. Clarke, and to that extent he fails to 
maintain his action.—Counset, 7. R. Warrington, Q.C., and Beddail ; 
W. Renshaw, Q.C., and Methotd. Souxicrtors, Clarke d&: Blundell, for Gordon, 
Hunter, $ Macmaster, Bradford; Nussey § Fellowes, for Vint, Parkinson, 
Hill, ¢ Killick, Bradford. 


[Reported by C. C. Huxstzyr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PULMAN v. MEADOWS. Cozens-Hardy, J. 7th Dec. 
ADMINISTRATIONPAYMENT INTO Court—Ricut oF RETAINER. 


Summons. The plaintiff had commenced an action for the administra- 
tion of the insolvent estate of a creditor, James Mills, as far back as 1851. 
In 1854 he obtained a grant of letters of administration with the will 
annexed. The estate of James Mills subsequently became entitled to a 
sum of Consols, transferred from the suit ot Dowding v. Mellish, and this 
sum was paid to the account of ‘‘ The share of James Mills in the residuary 
estate of Richard Bradshaw, deceared.’”” The plaintiff in this action 
having died, letters of administration with the will annexed de bonis non 
of James Mills were granted in October, 1899, to the present applicant, 
who had also been constituted administrator with the will annexed of 
Miss M. Mills, a creditor of James Mills. On his ap 
court to the account of the share of James Mills in the suit of Dowding v. 
Meilish had been transferred to the suit of Pulmanv. Meadows. A further 
order for the payment of certain costs in that cause had recently been 


ion the sum in 


made, and there still remained a small balance in court. The object of | Risch 


this summons was to determine whether, in exercise of an administrator’s 
right of retainer, the applicant was entitled to the sum in court. 

Cozens-Harpy, J., said this was a difficult case. The administrator's 
right of retainer was only applicable to a fund which the legal personal 
representative had got into his possession: Re Rhoades, Ex parte Rhoades 
(47 W. R. 561; 1899, 2 Q. B. 347). The circumstances in the present 
case were curious. There were two old suits—Dowding v. Mellish 
and Pulman v. Meadows—and the decree in both was made nearly 
fifty years ago. The funds were insufficient to pay creditors until 
eighteen months ago, when, by the death of the lady, funds bad been 
let loose. This fund was held over by Byrne, J., toa te account of 
“the share of James Mills” (the testator in Pulman v. Meadows). The 
applicant, finding that the legal personal representatives of James Mills 
were dead, applied for the administration with the will annexed de bonis 
non, and he is also the legal personal representative for a creditor. There 
Was a good reason why no order for the transfer of the sum should be 
made, because of the death of James Mills so long ago, and it is not the 
habit of the court to pay out funds under these circumstances to a legal 

sonal representative. But Byrne, J., finding that there was a suit, 
instead of directing an inquiry, transferred it to my court. That having 
been done, I made an order which is inconsistent with this right of retainer. 
There is now a small residue. I am now asked to hold that the applicant 
has had constructive possession of this fund since 1899. I think that is 
carrying the doctrine of construction to an extent it bas never been 
extended to, and1o which I will not be the firsttoextend it. The true view 
is that the applicant has no right of retainer.—OounseL, S. 0. Buckmaster ; 
J. Austen-Cartmell. Boxtcrrors, Lewin § Co. ; Fladgate ¢ Co. 


[Reported by J. H. Davixs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


HARDBOTTLE v. GLEW. Buckley, J. 30th Nov. 


Trustez—Breacu or Trust—Jupictat Trustees Act (59 & 60 Vier. c. 35), 
s. 8—Reiier —Oosrts. 


Tn the above action, in which certain trustees were held to have com- 
mitted certain breaches of trust, but were relieved under the Judicial 
Trustees Act in respect of some of them, Buckley, J , dealt as follows with 
the costs of the trustees. 

Buoxizy, J.—I think that the trustees ought to costs so far as 
relates to the matter in which I have held them liable for breaches of 
trust and have not relieved them under the Judicial Trustees Act, and I 
think I ought to disallow their costs so far as I have held them guilty of 
breach of trust and have relieved them under the Judicial Trustees Act. 
As regards that last point I will give my reasons for so doing. I 
am satisfied that the costs of the action have been largely increased by 
this contention which has succeeded, that they ought to be reheved under 
the Judicial Trustees Act for some part of their breaches of trust. 
Now I do not see why the trust estate should bear the costs of 


relieved of it. Notwithstanding that he is relieved, if he is guil.y of 
breach of trust, one can conceive circumstances under which he ‘ougitt to 
pay all the costs. Ido not think it necessary to go so far as that, but I 
Setainly do not Chink the tonstets cugns te Ne aliouns Cigir aiete Sh o cas 
in whi Oe ee eee 
but in a case in which come for relief: It is on that ground I 
disallow these costs so far as regards the defendants the trustees.— 
— > Q.0., and ‘o~ Gover AR Astbury, a. Eng i 4 

ilkinson. LICITORS, Griffith ¢ Gardiner, J. A, Isle ; Long 
Gardiner, for F. H. Anderson, York. . ‘ . 

[Beported by J. F. Waxzr, Barrister-at-Law.) 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Bremincuam Law Srunenrs’ Socrery.—Dec. 11.—Mr. A. H. Adcock 
presiding. —After the transaction of formal business a debate took place on 
the following moot point: ‘‘ A. demised premises to B. for a term of years. 
The lease contained a covenant by B. to use the premises or permit them 
to be used as a private dwelling-house only, and a proviso for re-entry on 
breach of such covenant. B. sublet the premises to C. for the — of 
carrying on a school. OC. did not ir the lease, and had no ledge 
of the restrictive covenant. The sub-lease contained a covenant by B. 
that C. should hold the premises during the sub-lease without any 
ae my by B., or any person ing by, through, or under him. 
A., without notice of the sub-lease, his reversion to X. X. brought 
an action against B. to recover possession of the under the proviso 
for re-entry. B. gave no notice of the action to C. and consented to judg- 
ment. CO. was ejected from the premises by KX. under the judgment. Has 
C. a right of action against B. under j 
Cohen v. Tannar (48 W. R. 642; 1900, 2 Q. B. 609, 69 L. J. Q. B. 904, 
83 L. T. 64). The speakers were: in the affirmative, Messrs. 8. P. Eaden, 
8 J. Grey, C. W. B. Astbury, W. C. Camm, and W. ; 
the negative, Mesers. T. P. Orwin, T. F. Duggan, and J. W. 

After the openers on both sides had replied the chairman summed up and 
the question was decided in the affirmative by six votes to five. A vote of 
t was passed to the chairman for met A 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Socrery.—Dec. 11.—Chairman, Mr. J. D. L. 
Johnson.—The subject for debate was: ‘That the case of Chamberlain's 
Wharf (Limited) v. Smith (1900, 2 Ch. 605) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. 
Miller opened in the affirmative; Mr. L. B. Castello seconded in the 
affirmative. Mr. OC. A. Hopkinson in the negative; Mr. Wm. 
Pleadwell seconded in the negative. ‘The following membem ¢ 
Messrs. A. B. Ruseell, Harnett, H. Rendell, Baliol Scott, Tyldesley Jones. 
The chairman having summed up eloquently, the motion was lost by 
fourteen votes. 


Dec. 18.—Chairman, Mr. R. P. Croom Johnson.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘‘ That this society disapproves of the present system of Christmas 
Boxes.”’ Mr. J. D. A. Johuson opened in the affirmative. Mr. Frank 
H. Stevens opened in the negative. The members ~oo 
Messrs. Nevilie eta ied Pleadwell, er, Hernett, 
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Ball, Wallington, Loch, Ames, Buckle. The motion was carried 
by three votes. 
LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Wrtu1uam Rowcurrrs, solicitor, of the firm of Rowcliffes, Rawle, & 
Oo., died at his country house, Northbrook, Farnham, on the 23rd 
inst., in his 75th year. Mr. Rowcliffe was admitted in 1849, and we 
believe became a partner in the firm now bearing the above-mentioned 
name in or about 1860. He was buried on Thursday last at Farnham. 


The death is announced of Mr. Gopraey oy a of Halifax, 
Yorkshire. Mr. Rhodes served his articles with Mr. John igh, then 
official receiver in bankruptcy at Huddersfield, and was admitted 
In the same year he commenced to practise at Halifax, and subsequently 
entered into partnership with Mr. R. W. Evans, J.P. For over twenty 

he had been to the local authority at and for 
Ge clerk to the Southowram District Council. He was also solicitor 
to the Halifax Commercial Bank. Mr. Rhodes was associated with a 
number of commercial enterprizes, including the Blackburn Brewery Go. 
and the North Cheshire Brewery Oo., of both of which he was a director. 


INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Mr, Writ1am Faspsarcx Bstiamr, late of Wyoliffe Cottage, 17, John- 
street, Hampstead, accountant to St. Pancras V: , died on the 25th of 
November, 1900. . He is believed to have made a of recent date, which 
cannot be found. Mr. *s relatives will be glad of any information 
which may lead to its discovery. Communications to be addressed to 
Broomh Wightman, & Moore, solicitors, 14, Geonge-street, Sheffield. 
The Hon. Mrs. Exran Nurson, deceased. person having a Will of 
this lady, the widow of the Hon. Charles Hi ee Tie ie 
communicate at once with Messrs. Young, Jackson, Beard, & King, 
Easex-street, Strand, W.0C., solicitors. 





ascertaining 
whether something is a breach of trust, and whether a trustee ought to be 































































































_. law officers of the Crown coming first, then the serjeants-at-law, followed 


ing the winter assizes on the Midland Circuit: Aylesbury—Wednesday, 
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CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
ADMISSION, 
Mr. Epwm Pzrxins Riviey, solicitor, of 24, Museum-street, Ipswich, 
ising under the style of ‘‘ Birkett & Ridley,’’ has taken into ere 
ip as from the 1st day of December, 1900, Mr. Wm114m ALFRED NCIS, 
who has been with him for some years. The style of the new firm will be 
“ Birkett, Ridley, & Francis.’’ 


DissoLvurTions. 


Cuartes Waritcuvurch Wassroven and Huecu Greenrretp Dogcett, 
solicitors (Stanley Wasbrough & Doggett), Bristol. May 31. 
[ Gazette, Dec, 21. 





GENERAL. 


An alleged lunatic, says the American Case and Comment, cross-examining 
physicians who testified against him, caught them as follows: After 
is facts us to the extent of their experience and asking each of them 

he thought he had in that short time become qualified to testify as an 
insane expert, he asked each of them in ticular as to what works on 
ineapvity he had read, naming several well-known works, then asking if 
he had read *‘Oomah”’ on that subject. Each replied that he bad. en 
the alleged lunatic, in high glee informing them that there is no such 
work as “‘ Oomah,”’ enpeuneel, ‘The kindergarten class is excused from 
further examination.”’ 


A correspondent of the Australian Law Times has, says the Albany Law 
Journal, been looking up the parentage of the expression ‘‘ It is too thin ; ’’ 
the statement having been made that the phraee is properly to be classified 
as slang. He finds that the words were first used forensically, by Lord 
Eldon, in Wright v. Simpson (6 Ves. 735, 4 Bing. 717), where the learned 
— is reported to have said, ‘‘It is too thin a claim.’’ Slang has crept 

to decisions to a greater or less extent, both in this country and in 
Europe. But we find ourselves unable to agree with those who class the 
expression referred to as slang. It seems to us to be not only expressive 
but irreproachably good and pure English. 


On the 21st inst., says the New Irish Jurist, the sittings of the Irish High 
Court came to an end. The day is known as “‘ Juniors’ Day.’’ In the 
ordinary practice counsel are heard in the order of seniority a‘ the bar, the 


by the Queen’s Counsel, and the members of the junior bar, enjoying what 
Dr. Johnson would call ‘: the melancholy privilege of seniority,’’ until the 
barrister of yesterday obtains a hearing. On the last day of term the 
usual order in which motions are heard is reversed, and the nervous and 
timid junior gets his business transacted while the seniors wait. It would 
ps ag that this rule has not been adhered to in England since the passing 
of the Judicature Acts, but in Ireland it always is the practice, and Mr. 
Justice Gibson, for one, has always insisted upon it being put into effect. 


Mr. Justice Lawrance has fixed the following commission days for hold- 


January 30 ; Bedford—Saturday, February 2; Northampton—Wednesday, 
February 6; Leicester—Monday, February 11; Oakham—Friday, Feb- 
ruary 15; Lincoln—Saturday, February 16; Derby—Saturday, February 
23; Nottingham—Friday, March 1; Warwick—Thursday, March 7; 
Birmingham—Wednesday, March 13. Mr. Justice Lawrance will proceed 
on circuit alone until Nottingham is reached, when Mr. Justice Ridley 


will _— him there if the state of business requires two jud When 
the Nottingham Assizes are over Mr. Justice Lawrance will return to 


London, and Mr. Justice Ridley will go to Warwick alone, afterwards 
proceeding to Birmingham, where he will join Mr. Justice Phillimore. 

There has been some discussion this week with regard to the appoint- 
ment, as Recorder of Croydon, of a barrister who is not a member of the 
Surrey Sessions Bar. Sir Harry Poland, in a letter to the Times, says: 
“Mr. Ritchie has in this matter followed the practice of his predecessore. 
Mr. Asquith, when Home Secretary, se @ member of the Surrey 
Sessions for the Recordership of Deal, and another member of 
that sessions for the Recordership of Canterbury. The Recorder of 
Folkestone was also a member of the Surrey Sestions, and the Recorder 
of Gravesend was not a member of the Kent Sessions. All these 
recorders were, however, members of the South-Eastern Circuit. It is 
oe desirable that the members of the Surrey Sessions should be 
eligible for Kent recorderships, which they could not be unlees the 
members of the Kent Sessions were eligible for Surrey recorderships. 
There are men who practise at the Central Criminal Court and at the 
County of London and Middlesex Sessions who do not belong to any 
country sessions, and ‘ yn contention would exclude them from 
porary on the South-Kastern Circuit, although they attended 
regularly the assizes at the county towns on that circuit.” 


“Solicitor,” writing to the Times, says: ‘I think the majority of solicitors 
will share my dissppointment at the decision of the Master of the Rolls 
to renew t investigation the certificates of bankrupt solicitors. 
I had hoped that the action of the rated Law Society would have 

the support of the bench; and, although I am personally of 

opinion that certificates of bankrupt solicitors should not be renewed 
ciscumstances, possibly such an absolute rule could not be 

enforced withont the sanction of Parliament. If the bench will not, or 
it to, assist the profession in setting ite house in order 

by what means the public confidence is to be 
Ares me in saying that a stockbroker is 


hibited 
from carrying on his se under the like circumstances, and surely at 
least as high a standard tt to be exacted from asolicitor. I trust some 


if it be impossible to establish an absolute and unqualified rule that no 
solicitor who is a bankrupt should be allowed to practise. If the bench is 
powerless, surely the matter is one of sufficient importance to engage the 
attention of Parliament.’ 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 

Jan. 3.—Messrs. H E. Foster & Cranrisxp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. :— 
REVEKSIONS : 


To Two One-eighths of Coneols and Freeholds, value over 4,000; lady azed [4, 
provided reversioners aged 38 and 85survive her, with policies. 
To ooo ofa 7 Fund; gentleman aged 63. Solicitors, Messrs. Eardley-Holt, 
ubbard, 
LIFE INTERES? of a lady aged 6%; producing £505 10s. per annum, with policy. 
rou Measrs. Bloomer, Currie, & Damian, Venton. 
For £1,005 life aged 60, Solicitors, Messrs. Potter, Sandford, & Kilvington, 


For £1 000. 
For £500; ont Solicitor, W. H. Hargraue, Esq., London. 
MORTGAGE DEBENTURES of the Land Securities Co. (see culars), 
icitors, Messrs. Burne & Wykes and Messrs. Slaughter Colgrave. 


London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Dec, 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n Caancery. 


BarystTarLe Masonic Hatt Co, Limirep—Creditors an tet. on or before Jan 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to J. H. L. 

Brewer, Barnstaple 

Butuwayo CoxsouipaTteD GoLprigips, Limite» —Petn for winding up, ted Dec 19, 
directed to be on Jan 16, Brown, 2, Gresham bidgs. Basing: st solor for 

petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’olock in the 

afternoon of Jan 15 

Hut. Rorework Co, Luntep (rx Votuntrary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

claims, to Walter Fred Harris, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, Hull. Jackson & Co, Hull, 

solors to liquidator 

Jouy F, Hitt & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Ferguson, 

72. Mosley st, Manchester. Chapman & Co, Manchester, solors to /iquidator 

MancuesTse ExxecrricaL Works, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, 
to their names and and the particulars of their aebts or claims, to James 

Fitzpatrick, 147, Leadenhall st. ston, Budge row, so'or to liquidator 

New Gop Coast Exproration Co, Luarep iin Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Feb 4, to send in their names and weed the pertioulars of their debts 

or claims, to Ernest Edward Strong, 36, Nunhead lane, Peckham 

Travers’ Mutvat Emecoyess’ LiasBitity Insurancs Co, Luutrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 2, to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts 
or claims, to Arthur Beaumont Scholfield, Examiner bldgs, Strutt st, Manchester. 
Lynde & Branthwaite, Manchester, svlors to liquidator 

Wenvier Bros Liwrep -Creditors are required, un or before Jan 18, to send their names 
and addresses, and the = of their debts or claims, to Harry Lloyd Price, 79, 

Mosley st, Manchester. Jackson & Newton, Manchester, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
SusPenpEp ror Tree Monrus. 
Nortu Exvmuam Frienpiy Socizry, King’s Head Inn, North Eltham, Norfolk. Dec 14 
London Gasette.—Tusrspay, Dec. 25. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1s Caancerr. 


Cuzque Bank, Luurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 24, directed to be heard on 
be heard on Jan 16, Abrahams & Co, 5, Tckenhouse yard, solors for petner. Notice of 

qpereciog must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
ap 15 


Esywoss Co, aged LiquipaTion)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 12, tc 
gena their names uddresses, and the particulars of cebte or claims, to Frank 
Mabin. 10, Union st, Plymouth. Watts & Co, Plymouth, solors to liquidator F 

Gipsy (rvuisinc Co, Lourgep—Creditors are requiied, on or before Feb 1, to send their 
names aud addres and the their debts or claims, to Alfred Griffith 
Wiude, 4a, Bouth st, ann Balt 


Hersvrxy & Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, to send their 
1ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Asbley 
Crvok, square Works, (tom 

Ivecayp Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
=, 8, Crown ct, Old Broad st. Hicks & Co, 13, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors to liqu'- 

ator 

Jounx Srawyinc & Son, Luarrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb '4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Kevaa, 
12. 


Acresfield ton 
Loxvow Steam Tue Co, Liars (1x Liquipation)—Oreditors are required, en or before 
Jan 21, to their names and addresses, with oom pegeeeene of their debts or claims, 
to James Livingston, 34, Gracechurch st. Lowiess & Co, Martin’s ln, Cannon st, solos 
to liquidator 
Baw ~¥ 2 wee ss ea poy | ur, ae may Dec 20, ny po 
heard Jan 16. Richards, nes 60 or petner. Notice 
a g must the above-named not inter than cle o’dodk ts tho afterncen of 
fan 15 
Sin Cusistoruzr Fuayess Westcanta & Co, Limirep (1x age gi a are 
required, oa or before Jan 31, to send theie names and add . and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Geo ‘Westgarth, Lower Commercial st, Middlesbrough Jackson 
& Jackson, Middlesbrough, solors to liquidator 
Vesnens Ciganerte Macaine Co, Limttsep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 13. 
directed to d Jan 16 Fullilove & Co, 120, Cannon st, solors for petner Notice of 
Se Sat eee Sees named notlater than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
an 








Wuy Pay Rent ?—A Mortgage Policy is offercd by the Scorrisu 
Tempsnance Lirgz Orvice over approved House Property, repayable by 
half yearly instalments, which may be less than the rent. A great feature 
is that in event of death, the house becomes entirely free for the family. 





dealing with these cases on their merits, even 


Mortgage expenses borne by the Com . Full prospectuses, etc., at 
Toate Office, 96, Queen-street, Chea; a td § : 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Ciam. 


London Gazette-—Fripay, Des, 21. 
Arcos, Joamen, Slough, Builder Jan 25 Lidstone v Atkins, Farwell, J Barrett, 
0 


Sloug: 

Greey, Grorcer, Lichfield, Butcher Jan18 Armour & Co v Green, Farwell,J Barnes 
& Son, Lichfield 

LixpEN, CaTuerrye, Camberwell, Surrey Jan 19 Stokes v Leache, Cozens-Hardy, J 
Jobson, South sq, Gray’s inn 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 25. 


Davis, OsMonp Watrzr, Birmingham, Wholesale Manufacturing Optician Feb 16 
avis v Davis, Kekewich,J Baker, Colmore row, Bb: 

HassarbD, Sir Jouy, chmbrs, Westminster Feb19 O v Oliver, Farwell, J 
Thicknesse , Victoria st, Westminster 

Moopy, Gocnse, mg Petherton, Somerset, Esq Feb1 Lean vy Mead, Byrne,J Poole, 
Sout erton 

Mavupstey, James, Tatham. L ster, Innkeep Jan 19 Horsfall v Horsfall, District 
R x, Bradford Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford 

Syevu, Faeperick Jony, Gt Dunmow, Essex, Solicitor Feb 1 Adams vy Snell, Cozens- 
Hardy,J Wade & Co, Dunmow 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tusgspay, Dec, 11. 
Anprerson, Lucy E.uey, Craven hill gins, Hyde Park Jan 10 A F & R W Tiverdie, 
Lincoln’s ion fields 
Beck, J eae enema, Huntingdon, Bicycle Maker Jan 21 Hunnybun & Sons, 
uptingdon 
Benvert, Jony Davis, and Mary Bennett, Mangotafield, Glos Jan1 Stevens, Bristol 
Berts, Tuomas, Fritton, Norfolk, Farmer Jan8 Wilaon-Gilbert & Co, Norwich 
Bousriaup, Henry, Folkestone Jan 7 Wightwick & Gardner, Folkestone 
Rowen, Freperick, Newport, Mon, Outfitter Jan? Liewellyn, Newport 
Brockienank, Tuomas, Tumut, New South Wales, Labourer Jan 10 St Barbe & Co, 
Delabay st, Westminster 
Buoxtry, Matitpa, Rochdale Dec29 Wiles & Thom Rochdale 
CampBELl, Jonn, Manchester, Commission Agent Jan 10 Manchester 
Cuortey, James, High st, Battersea, Corn Merchant Jan 8 Starling & Wright, Gray’s 
inn sq 
Cot.ixs, Hersert, Bromley, Kent, Linen Dra Feb 6 Pctter & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Coorgr, Taomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick Jan 23 James & Co, Birmingham 
Daviss, Freperick Wituram, York Jan 26 Cummins, Li 
Dawson, 8aRaH Louisa, Rotherham, York Jan12 Oxley & Coward, Rotheyham 
Evy, Arruur, James st, Oxford st, Fishmonger Jan15 ior & i 
FirzuuGcH, ARTHUR JAmEs, Brighton Jan 30 Fitzhugh & Oo, a 
Gaver, WitL14M Avan, Slough, Bucks, Florist Jan8 Sarre gh 
Grirrira, WILLIAM, Madeley, Stafford Feb12 T & E Slaney, Newcastle 
Harris, Many Ann, Malvern Jan10 Arnold & Chichester 
Hay, Joun ALEXANDER, Cheltenham Jan10 Taylor, Gray’sinn sq 
Lewis, ALFRED Jony, Northampton, Tobaconist Dec 31 Andrew & Co, Nonthampton 
McCa.uay, Joszeru Perer, Great Castle st, Tatlor 6 Kast, st 
Marsa, Jonn, Hartsdown, Kent, Farmer Jan 26 
Martix, Many Ann, Budock, Cornwall Dec15 Snow & Co, St Thomas Apostle 
Marrnews, Epwarp, Small Heath, nr Birmingham Jan 14 Ansell & Ashford, Bir- 
mingham . 
Maw, Coton, Nottingham Jani1 Fraser, Nottingham 
Maw, Mary Ayn, Nottingham Janil Fraser, Nottingham 
Mosser, Joun, Readi Jan10 Brain & Brain, 
Nzit, Duncan, ~cton, Doctor Jan 22 Herbert, Cork st, Burlington 
Newsome, W1L.1AM, Roehampton, Surrey Jan6 Robins & Co, Li ’s inn flelds 
Pout, Josepu, Sowerby Bridge, York Jan 81 Bell, Sowerby Bri 
Porter, Resecca, Dunmow, Essex Jan 12 Nicholas, Chelmsford 
PowkLL,Jos, Aston juxta Birmiogham, Iron Founder Jan10 Restall, Birmingham 
one ne ; — meee Avoysius, Fairfield, nr Manchester Jan 1 Addleshaw & Co, 
anchester 
Pownau, Lavinta, Glossop Dale, Derby Feb1 Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
Sanvers, Joun Nicnoiis, Cambridge, Poster Jan 14 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
— ~~ -—y Srernen, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller Jan 14 Lee & Co, 
irmingham 
Suzarer, WiLLiAMm, Norwich, B:inkers’ Clerk Jan12 Blyth, Norwich 
Simpkin, Henny, Birmi a, Fruiterer Jan 22 Clarke & Co. Birmingham 
SumMMERFIELD, Banca, yds ey, Lancs, Farmer Dec 22 Dootso», 
Tanpy, Mary Hasiam, s Heath, Worcester Jan 12 Walford, Birmingham 
Tuomas, Exvizasern, Bristol Dec 31 Benson & Co, Bristol 
see  pomeae Long Ashton, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper Jan 1 Wansbrough & Co, 
risto! 
hie Jutius Joun Cutrersr, Elsing, Norfolk Jan 31 Cooper & Norgate, East 
Weir, Joun Gary, West Bridgford, Nottingham Jan10 Spencer, Nottingham 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 14, 
Anmracr, Jonn, Shepley, nr Huddersfield Jan15 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
Arnerton, Exizapers, Ince, Lancs Decl atherton 


Barser, WILLIAM, Stockport Jan 28 Johnson, 8! 


Burpox, WittiaM Arruur Ceci, Exmouth Dee $1 le, Bath 
Cuarman, KLLEN, Weymouth st, Portland pl Jan 31 & Co, Bloomabury pl 
CLARK, THOMAS, Bradford, Beerhouse keeper Jan12 Freeman, Bradford 


Crovener, E11za, Camden Town Febi Watkins, 


Fisipine, Euizanern, Patrioroft, Eccles, Lancs, Tripe Jan 21 Bowden & 
Livesey, Manchester 


France, Joun Freperick, Bayswater Jan 31 Kinsey & Bloomsbury 
Fars, Mancanet, Hampstead Jan 15 Finch & Turner, Peo st " 


Mr , JonN FisHer, sq Feb28 Phillips & Co, Sherborne In 
Mou.ry. Huwny, Derby, Dental Feb 28 Hobson, Derby 


Ranpatt Epwakp, Dor! . 
Reap Tomas Epwarp, , Salt 


Rerp, Many, Rock Ferry, Chester Janlé Forshaw & Hawkins, 
Rem, Wii11am, Rock Ferry, Chester, Tin Plate Agent 


Rei, WiLi14M, Rock Ferry, Chester Jan16 Forshaw & Hawkin«, 
ote Many, Bramshaw, Jani15 Coxwell & rr 
Roperrs, Joux., Manchester Dec 81 Boyer & Co, Manchester 

SHacKLETON, Witt1aM, Leeds Jan 26 ——— Leeds 


Saw, Jouy, Bolton Jan 20 


8 D . Netheravon Wilts, 81 
sre Exeter Jan3i J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 
— . Jan 31 Murray & Co, Birchin Ip 
jan } 


Surru, Frances NEwmMay, 

Suitn, Henry CHaRves, Surepine, Island of 

Stainton. Robert Joux, Yokohama, Ji Herbert, 

Stampa. Froote Pro Giovan Battista, Worthing Jan10 Rutland, Gaseny 
Tuomas. Freperick W1LL1AM, Winsford, Chester, Outfitter Jan 31 Cooke, Winsford 
We, Joux, Lower W: , Farmer te Davies & Co. Warrington 


Ww; , CuaRces, Ranskill, Nottingham Co, Retford 
Witrtsus, Tuomas Faancis, Stoneycroft, Liverpool Jan 14 Oliver & Co, Liverpool 
Jan1 Hicks & Co, King st. Neg 


Woops. Janz, Kir Lanes Jan16 Dickson. | 
Woo tr, Mcss, High Tailor 
Wray, Jonn He»ky, Jan 14 Hussey & Ingpen, Stone bidgs, Lincoln's ion 
Wricst, Epwarp, Coventry Jan7 Minster, Coventry 
London Gazette.—Torspay, Dee. 18, 
Arrexsonovucs, AMELIA, Fletching. Sussex Jan 17 Dawson, Uckfield 
BARNES, Cares, es 31 Mounsey & Co. Carlisle 
BaRyes, JOHN, 
Barygs, Susanna, New Pilgrim & Phillips, Coleman st 
x , Nottin 4 Feb6 Watson & Co, Ni 
Booker, Dang, No’ gent a 9 cttingham 


ion 
Boye, Czcin WILLIAM st Jan13 Trower & 
pesnemav. James Dixox, 8t Joha’s Wood, MA and MB 


» C In 
ee, —y Bournemouth Jan 31 Wade & Lyall, Bishopagate 
Wi 


thin 
Brown. 4xxa C, New York. USA Jan14 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
Buzecoat, ANN SaBixa, Woolston. Sou 


wey, Pu 
Cueeter. Henay tney - phy 


‘HURCH, ARTSUB SHEPHERD, Addl a Clement’ 
Coumuax, James, Willesden Jan 80 & Cumberland, John et, Bedford row 


Exxisox, Marcaret, Liverpool April 80 
Freng, W1Lu1am Epwaep, Upper Brook st Jan 16 Frere 5 ae ‘In’s inn fields 





sin 


Gaz, Bopeat, and Mary Ann Gate, Freshwater, I of W Lincolm’s inn 
fields 

Gacroway,, Hou Taiping Pérak, Federate Malay States Nov 21 Stew.rt, New ct, 
Lincoln's inn 

Gotpis. Miss Hareizt Anxe, St Leonards on Sea Dec 31 Phillips & Cheesman, 


Hastings 

Grecory, Emus, Lavender Hill Jan 30 Metcalfe & Sharpe, Chancery In 

Grizs. CHARLOTTE Barry, Jan 81 Billwgs, Cheltenham 

BarpiInGc, MapTHa Saran, Cheltenham Jan 81 Dighton, Cheltenhsm — 

Aarega, Mra. Mary Ann, Hast Jan 12 Philips & Cheesman, Hastings 

Hicerxs Betsy, stamford, Lincoln Jan 19 Atter, S.amford 

Lane, J+wima, Walnut Tree walk, Lambeth Jan 28 Barnard, Westminster Bridge ri 
Lavik, Carouive. Exuty Gertrups, Cheltenhim Jan 31 Dighton, Cheltenham 

Loyp. Roserr. Sheffield Jan 14 ee ‘ : 
MacporyeEtt, Jouy Ionativs, Wh ct, Westminster Jan 30 Witham & Co, Gray's 


inn 

Shheueeeer Joux, Rotherham, York, Cab Proprietor Jan 81 Oxley & Coward, 
r . Brighton Janis Prince, Clua House. Su st 

Paripy, MARGARst. an ~ iene His cn 


Qi x, Fowarp. Claughton, Chester Jan 15 
Guanen, Karr, Scotforth, nr Lancaster Jani4 8 


ReEwpDELL, Tuomas, Croydon, Surrey Feb14 Atkinson & Dreseer, Finsbury sq 
cks Green, Worcester Jani4 Forster & Co. 
Ricuarps Jos Acocks Ry B.- § See 


Roperts. Grorck Hexry, Wakefield 1 

Rostnson, Jonx, worth Jani2 Thomas & Guest, Birmingham 

Russgit or KiLowex, Baron Cuarces, Cromwell houses, Kensingion Feb1 Russell 

& Co, Norfolb st, 

Scort, Groner, Horne. 

Suaw. Mary, West 

santa yee . 
IEBERRASS, / AMES ymington, 

Starter Auice. Blackburn Jaa3i_ Haworth, 

emits, Eury Jang, well row, Easex Jani2 Finnis & Wylie. E«stcheap 

SuitH, WiL11aM, l row, Eesex Jani2 Finnis & be 

Sowpen, Mary. Bridge, York Jan 23 Sutcliffes, — 

STEADMAN, Henny JowaTuas, Clifton, Bristol Jan 19 Miiler & Son, 

Surron, SARAH ANN. Streatham Jan 1s Pam & Soa, 

TuexTox Marcaret, Wakefield Febi Brown &Co Wakefield 

Viexes, Mari.pA Axx, Poulton le Fylde, Lancs Janil_ Plant £ Da Fetes le Fylde 

Wurrenouss, 8anan Axx, Aldridge, Stafford Jan 21 Evans, W: 


Lendon Gaszetie.—Fnuivay, Deo 21. 
! , ;, Wolverhampton Feb 4 Pinsent & Co, , 
— Sar Hieay ee CMG, Alexandra Hotel, Knightebridge Febi 
Garrard Suffolk 
Brut. Jaume, Wet Kirby, —_ ry Jan £0 —_ & Co, Liverpool 


. Brixton 2 Aird Brabant 
Fen ee TuEoposIvs Chemist Jan = Scott, New Broad st 


Cos, Joux. W Jan 16 Sewell & Co, Old 
, @ nu Cheltenh.m Jan@? Evans, Liwynarthan 
Gurtionaus. Sir Paascm Groncs Tuvrvow, Bart, South Kensington Feb Guscotte & 
x 


Co, Esse: 

Grorck, Cuarues Gascoranes Macuea, Bradford,Grocer Jan 12 Freeman, Bradford Exotaxp Gonos, Freethorpe, Norfolk Jan 15 Fosters & Co, Norwich 
Goocu, Joun Viner, Bracknell, Berks Jan $1 Norris & Martin, Bishopsgate st Within | Evax+, Hannan, Seymour at, Buston rd Feb 25 with 
Haz, Humrarey, Bristol, Wine Merchant Jan1 Spofforth, Bcistol Fronawk, Nicuoias, Bast Dereham, Norfolk Jan 31 & Norgate, East Dereha 
Hau, Henny, Kivgewinford, Stafford = 16 Bernard & Co, Stourbridge Fuper. CapoLine pena. Brivtol Feb 1 ae<ry _—. @ (>, Birmingham 

ARRIS, THOMAS Josera, Leytonstone Jan16 LL: Claremont Forest Gate (C) E TLLIAM ALBERT, Pinsan' U 
Hawxsvonp, Janus Epwarp, Wandsworth, eleinte Jan 16 “aes & Chance, danvern Mannan, and Estusa Ganxett, Thwaites, Cumberland Jan 4 Butlar, 

eman 8 Broughton in Furness 

Hiccins, Bersy, Stemford, Lincoln Jan 19 Atter, Stamford Gay, Wittiam, Seely Park, Worcester Jan 92 Rimming 
Ho.pen, Joun, Folkestone Jan 31 Atkinson & Stainer, Folkestone Ginsox, Isanetca, St Heliers, Jersey Jan 3i Baker & Co, Cannon st 
Hoorsn, pussseae, 7 . Glos Jan 13 Heath & Cheltenham Gut Joux Bracket, ay = a} Go thckes 

UGHES, 4 Or : " an 

, SAIAH, ey, Worcester Jan 7 & Tra bridge Haut Mary Ayne Moxon & Barker, Pontefract 


vis, 
Jackson, Taomas Lippts, Bromley, wright Jan1 Smith & Hudson, Mincing In 
JOUNSTONE, GEORGINA hm be Jan 15 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 
Jonns, Anni® Manta, Salford, Lancs Jan8 Fairfax, Banbury 

Jonns, Evwanon. Lianellen, Goytre,Mon Jan 18 Le Brasseur & Bowen, Pon 


Hemant. Mrs, Faxxy, Fontefract, York Feb 1 
Bixons, Taomas, Han’ 0: 
Ho.rox, Hexry Josern, Brackley, N 


Jan3i W 
y By y | Barnes & Thomas, 





Lesuiz, Marruew, Tower of London, Y Warder Jani7 Wi How CuAR.orts, Minestead, Southampton Feb 1 
L SE Po paige o 3 eo PR von ao # aE — Hownis, JoxaTuas, Llantwit Major, — Ra 1 an < 

ILLEY, JANE Inman, Southsea Jan 12 Peacock & Godé: South eq, 8 AOKSON, ANNR, Stormont Batteceea te yy Ashfield 
Maruixson, Fuxvenic Coxneap, Hampstead heath Jan 14 ‘Freshfields, Old Jewry | Jouns, Tuxornitvs Rowand, Manchester, Solicitor 2 Brett & Oo, Manchester 
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Kine, Tuomas Barrow, Ashton upon Mersey Ji 

ieoek Karuenine, Southam; i, oa 20 Ansell e 

ape et 
RD. NANCY. an unting. Accr' m 
cCaRTIE, Cuantes Fatxrer, 8t James’ssq Jan21 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 
ILLEB, Horatio Wii114M, Old Malden, Surrey Jan3i_ Miller & Co, Savile row 

Nayuak, Ayn Exizasets, Chatham Jan8 Wood & —¥- Chatham 

Nayar, Witi1aM, Chatham Jan8 Wood & McLellan, Cha’ 

Quiver, Junia Ex1za. Southampton Jan 20 Ansell & Co, all 


& Mancheste’ 
~~ rool r 


Past, Hewry, Clifton gdns, Maida Vale Feb 12 jBusden, & 
PosTLETHwalrtE, Juiia, Milv Leamington Ji 
iam Cuarces Jony, Melbourne, Victoria Jan 24 St Barbe & Uo, Delahay st, 


estminster 

Rayner, Josers. Huddersfield March5 Mills & Co, Huddersfield 

ee oe Grorce Frepenicx, Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood Feb4 Pinsent & 

Co, Bi ogham 

Rosrnson, Gnonen, Birmingham, Fire Iron Manufecturer Jan 31 Ji el Birmingham 
Rows, Exizasetu, Coryton, Devon Jan 21 Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 
Savaae, ‘1 HomAs, Coaley, Glos Jan 80 Francillon, 
foursut, THomas, Prescot. Lancs, Draper Feb 28 Stanton & Sons, Chorley 
Spicer, Emma Span, Bayswater Jan 30 Patey, Finsbury sq 
Sporrortu, ANNE, Lichtala Feb1 Spofforth, 
SraniLayD + > Breyton, nr Selby, York, Land Surveyor Feb 18 Parker & 


Par! 
Sruses, SARAR pall Draycott ia the Clay, Stafford Jan2i Cowlishaw, Uttoxeter 
Warp, Janz, ter Jan26 Wawson. Doncaster 

wae ee Bivtey, Newcastle upon Tyne, Shipbroker Jan 380 Cooper & Goodger, 


Tyne 
Wictey, Tuomas Dare, B Birmingham ay 1 _ ene 
Witsox, Epwarp, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 30 & Goodger, Newcastle upon 


Wirner, Marianxe Bicc, Winchester Jan 31 Wooldridge & Son, Winchester 
London Gazette.—Turspayr, Dec, 25. 


kupiEee, JoserH, Keighley, York, Farmer Jan 20 Naylor, Keighley 

Ayre, Marcaret, Hunton, York Jan 31 Edger, 

BARRACLOUGH, Euma. Horton Bradford Jan 31 ‘Clough & Barraclough, Brighouse 
300TH, ARTHUR, Buxton Jan 383i & » Manchester 

Burer, Mary Axn, 8t Paul’s, Bristol Jan 81 Tuckey. Bristol 

Burrerworts, 8aran Ann Stott, Rochdale Jan22 Ji A aa & Co, Rochdale 


rt ed > > 











Dewnett, Avevusta, Lodsworth, Sussex Jan 21 Brydone & Pitfield, Petworth 
Dennett, Mutiexs, Lodsworth, Sussex Jan2i Brydone & Pitfield, Petworth 

Ewrne, Frances, Eden Bridge, Kent Jan 81 Goddard, Old Serjeant’s inn 

iowa, Be Joan Norrinenam, Kingston upon Hull Janis Ullithorne & Co, Gt 


Fraser, Col 4LexanpeR Henry, Chester Feb1 Gibbons & Arkle a 
Funnex1, SRay10n, Staplehurst. Kent Jan 21. Lewis & Holman, 

GILLMAN, CHARLES, Devizes, Wilts, Printer Jan 31 Jackson & tr ng Devizes 
Gretton, Bensamrn. Small Heath, aon ae Feb 14 Lee & Co, Birmingham 
HepcGe.anp. Samvuz. Joun, Long Ditton, y, Clerk Jan 381 Guscotte & Co, Essexst, 


Hopers, Witt1am Mawnegs, Bethnal Green, Dairyman Jan 2) Voss, Bethnal Green rd 
JAMES. Racuzt, 8t Paul’s, Bristel Jan 381 Tucker, Bi 

Kerevan, Joun, Manchester Jan24 Dixon & 

Kaine, Mantua, foutnemeton Feb9 Footser & Son, 
Lvuoas, Marrua Any, 8k Poulton le Fylde, 7 Tan! 80 Wallis, Bury 
ManrsHa.t, Samvuz., A 'e, Sheffield, Builder Loy ag 4 & Co, Sheffield 
Movutp, Jouw CLARKE. Howpert, I of W, Solicitor web > Pittis, Newport 

Portes, Mary, Nortbenden, Chester Feb 2 tot, Guehene 

Paestox, WILLIAM, Liverpool Jan 81 Wield. fi 

RICHARDS. on Ses Jan 31 Goddard, Old Selene ion 

Rist, MLIZABETH, Kilborn satya aes Keerer Feb1 

Rosszets, Taomas. Kenn Jobnson & 's road 

a rag Loutea, at Cambridge Feb 2 cae oy & Harford, Iron- 


Sean.) Faas Mary, Kingston Hill, Surrey Jan 8 Pcole & Robinson, Union ct, Old 


Twort, Joszpa, Southborough Jan 31 Buss. Tunbridge Wells 

Varpon, Mary Ann, Beckenham. Kent Jan25 Miller & Co. Savile ro 

Watson, James, Farnworth, nr Boiton, Beer seller Jan 27 Monks & Co, Bolton 
Wineer, Frances Many, Portslade, Sussex Jan 81 Nye & Treacher, Brighton 














Waknine TO INTENDING House PunrocHassrs anp Lzssrzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Tneineerts Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 





Co. (H. Carter, C.E., Manta. 65, Victoria-street, West- 
ee ee quoted on recei t of particulars. Established 25 
years. Telegrams, ‘‘Sanitation,’’ London.—[Apvr.] 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec, 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Anmep, M Srasuppry, ne A nde _— sq, Eequire 
High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Dec eee: 


Pet Dec 15 


Srracur, Lewis Josian and James Bxuiotr SaunpDERs, 
| bid gtk st, ete Hosiers High Court Pet Dec 19 


Wak 
iieet Lro, ay jamal Cigar Importer Liverpool | Lewis, Davin, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler Dec 


Renee. Grorcz Frepericx, and Harry Rosinsoy, | Knorr, Matrruew, Farndon, nr Newark, Schoolmaster Dec 
iy omg 7" Plumbers Kidderminster 2Wati2 Off Ree, Castle Pl, Park st. Nottiagham 
15 


Leacert, Wittiam, North Wootton, — Carpenter 
Jan 10 at 10.15 Court house, King’s L’ 

Lett, Ricuarp re Wakefield, Physician Dec 28 at 
2.30 Off Rec. 6. Bond ter, efield 


Pet Nov 26 Ord D 2sat3 Tourstield, 12, Oxford st. Kidderminster 
mai oe eee, Valuers ae Come Tippy, SamvE. od gy Scilly Isles, Cornwall, Master | Mappiv, James Gaston, Balham, > ogame Dec 28 at 
Mariner Truro Pet Dec1 Ord Dec17 1130 24, Railway app, Loadon B 


Brocxsanx, Ropert, Hennskio, nr Hawkehead, Joiner 
Kendal Pet Deci9 Ord Dec 19 
Bropiz, James O~)"P Seaforth, Lancs Liverpool 


Verrenper, WALTsr Josern, Stretford, Ale Manch >ster wnsem, Goseee, Xs Le 
Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 


Hotel | Proprietor Jan 2 at 
Tbe Cro 





Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 

Bourrerrizip, GuLizimu a Sudbury, Suffolk, zieumh 
Victualler Colchester’ Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 1 

Byaox, Henry Joux, Osbournby, Lincs, Grocer , on | 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 | 

Coox, CHAaRLes, » Boot Dealer High Court | 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 18° | 

— JoxaTuay, Liverpoo!, Tailor Liverpool Pet Dee | 

Ord Dec 17 

Covarns%, Wit1u1am Hovenpoyx ene. | Jeaperer of 
Produce High Court Pet Dec1 Ord D 

Craia, Wittsam, Darl Teena , oe on 
Tees Prt Dec 18 Dec 1 

Davies, ,—_ Swansea, Coal Merchant Swansea Pet | 
Dec7 Ord Dec 18 

Davies, Samurt, Landore, Swansea, Labourer Swansea 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Epxonsox, Wit1iam, Little Moor, nr Stockport, Grocer 
Manchester Pet Deci7 Ord Dec 17 

Eusry, Erwarp Cnrossweiver, Storrington, Sussex, 
Farmer ton Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Fostex, Wiiuiam Arrive . See York, Watchmater | 
Leeds Pet Decl Ord Dec 

GerTin aa Ly ee PR Provision Dealer | 
Manchester Dec6 Ord Dec 19 

GoopaLu onl nag and Samve. A Batley, Yorks, | 
Cloth Finishers Dews 


bu Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
Sarees, See Bradford, Painter Bradford Pet Dec 


ae ~\ S— H, Yiewsley, Builder Windsor Pet Dec 4 | | 
Lave. tg Set, 2 Kent, Licensed Victualler | 
Le Lay a ag? pod Ord Dec 18 me 
wry, Gzorcze Martrurw, Fd Yor! Lime- 
Lag toarborough — Pet rahe ord Deets 
Lert, Bicnanp A.rrep, Wakefiel: sician efield 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 ~—_ 
ae --" Sheffield Sheffield Pet De 19 Ord 
McCuiioca, Tuomas Froyp, Beer Not Build 
Nottingham Pet Nov 28 Ord I ee <j 
Hotel Propeietor Warwick 


Dec 
Mirizz, Matruew Bicuarp, South: Portsmou' 
Nov 17 Ord Dec 18” Se. 





Mozzis, James Frepenick Water, Lan 
Brass ~ 


caster st, 

yop Founder High Court Pet Nov 13 

Ooms, Jaurs, Forest Gate, Essex, Butcher's Salesman 
Sigh Court PetDec1# Ord Dec 19 , 

Picxvorp Tuowas, New Derby, Farmer Stockport 


Pet Dec 18 O1d Dec 18 
Porrexoen, Harry guenes, Croydon, Grocer Croydon 
18 


av Ldap ~~ w 
ARMBY, JOHN . Wi 
Pet Dec 17 ‘Ord Dec 17 i ee ee 
om isa, Bradford, Draper Bradford Pet Dec 19 
Ricnazvs, Joszrn, Bre Corn 
roy Be a Date wall, Shoemaker Truro 
Biony, Jon, Leeds, Fish Dealer Leeds Pet Deci8 Ord 





Vickers. Somme, Doncaster, Carriage Builder Sheffield 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 


Witirams, Ervesr, | at Norris, Soom, Greengrocer 
Stockport Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 1 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gaze'te of Dec 18 : 


| Wasser, Joszrxu Simox, Higher Broughton, Salford, Cap 
Manufac:urer Manchester Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| Apzort, i poe under Lyme Plumber Dec 81 at 
11.30 ay Newcastle under Lyme 

AnpREw bt. cx & Co, Leademhall st, Marine In- 
a Agen’s Jan 1 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


AnTHory, Samaee Dyes, 8t Austell, Cone Soemenge 
Jan 2? at 1230 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 

Bowyer, THomas Henry, South Tottenham, Coal Dealer 
Dec 31 at 12 Off Rec 95. Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

BusHe.., JAMES eeu, Dover. B Brickmaker Dec 29 at 11 
Off Rec. 68, tle st, Canterbury 

| CHapwick, ay ay 4 Dressmaker Dac 31 at 12 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


| CLARKE. FRANK PercivaL, Leeds Jan 1 atll Off Rec, 


22, Park row, Leeds 

Coox, Jouy, Chariton, Hants Baker Dec 31at12.30 Off 
Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

Coverexay, WiLu1aAm Hov = 8t Mages at, Subnet, 
Importer Jan8atil Bankru Carey st 

Cowmax, Saran, Whitehaven, Beerhouse 
cage Jan 4 at 11,15 ‘County Court house, White- 


| Cox, Selaen, EJmdon. Essex, China Desler Dec 29 at 
1230 Off Rec, 6, ete Oe Cury, entation 
DrveRrEvx, Anraur Sypney, Wycombe, Builder 
Dec 29 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Onke 
Beupeoeee, oath Little Moor, nor Ghockipert, Gooese 
Jan4at230 Off Rec Byrom st, Manch 
ew 5 James Woopneap, Leeds, Tailor Dec 81 at 8 
Off Kec, 24, Park row, Leeds 
Fovarcu 7, jem, Hulme. , Provision Dealer 
Jan 4at2.45 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Paazaseg, Wim Vrasey, Fiasbury sq, Wine Merchant 
Jan 3at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Foow, aes ee Soe Devon 
aniatll 6, 
Gippins, FrepeRick CHARLES, Goce Jan 
1ati280 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Groves, Tom, Leeds Dec 81 ate 11.80 Off Reo, 22, Park 


row, 

Hanson, Anruun, Bradford, Painter Jan 7 at 11 Off 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Harpy, Jou, cates Jan 1 at 8 95, Temple 

Hazt, Ricuarp, “Preston, Bricksetter Jan 11 at2.30 Off 
Kec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Harter, ‘Jonx Wituian, » Norfolk, Potato 
Merchant Jan 10 at 1030 Court King’s Lynn 

Hick, Wavrzn Joux, and sy Swirt, Joiners 


8iat1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 





ieecen, Witesne't Ricnarp, Southsea, Hants Dec 28 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

MiTOHELL, ree, ber, Dorsets ‘Dec Slat1 Off Rec, 

Bal 

Motyyevx, Josern, Ashton under Lyne, Builder Jan 2 at 
8 Off Res, Byrom st, Manchester 

Mustart, James Commercial Traveller Jan 
lat12 95. Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Newuty, James, Romfoi milder Jan 2 at 2 
Shirehall. Chelmsford 

Newman, Henny Fievp, Shrewsbury, Salop, 
Victualler Jan 3at11.30 Off Rec, 42, St Pe pit 
Shrewsbury 

Niven, James, Fa eee Epwarp Parinton Jongs, 
hee: ty Pe rs Jan 4 at 2.30 Off 
Ree, 4 St John’s ill, a shrewsbury 

Paces, Joun Francis, Stourport, Painter Dec 28 at 2.45 

cer Thurafield, 12, Oxford st, Kidderminster 
Ports, Exizaseru, Eas» la Norfolk Dec 29 at 2 Off 
st. 


Rec, 8, King orwich 

Barer, ALFRED, Bradford, Draper Jan7at12 Off Rec, 
81, Manor row, Bradford 

Ricwaeos, yh H. ree, Glam, Baker 

Roseats, RE, Catf Kent, Builder DecSiat1130 24, 
Railway app, a8 Bridge 

Rotrs, Gzorcr Cow ey, Stoney er atratford, Bucks, Batcher 
Dec 31 at 1230 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Savery, Epwin, 8t James’s ct, Buckingham Gate, Restau- 
rant Keeper Jan8ati1l1 Banckruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Soorr, Roperr we Camb: , Naturalist Dec 29 at 
1 Off Bec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

. Merchant Sidhe Jan 2at8 Off 


Sxeroutey, Samvev, Nottingham, Horse Dealer Dec 28 
at11.30 Off 


Ree, 4, Castle pl. Park st, No ham 
Surru, Stuart Geoncs, Leeds, Commission Agent Jan1l 
at12 Off Rec. 22, Park row, 
Srusss, Antave Joun, Leeds, — Jan 1at11.30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Tayion, Satvin Tuomas, Worsbro’ Dal ery 
¥ Coal Miner Jan2at10.15 Off if Reo, Regen 


Tippy, Samuzt Dowwrna, Scilly Isles, Cornwall ae 
Mariner Jan2 at lz Off Bao, Boscawen 


st, 
Townsznp, CHARLES, a Carpenter Jan lat 2 Off 


VERRENDER, Wares Josrru. Stretford, Lancs Jan 2 at 
2. 


45 Byrom st, ester 
Wa ey pony ee Foshan, Norfolk Carrier Jan 10 at 
's Lynn 
wn, Glams, Yeast Dealer Dec 
st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wessex, Joseru Simon, Manchester, Cap 
Manufacturer Jan4d4at 3 Off , Byrom st, Man- 


chester 
Wuirs, J W, East Surrey, Builder Dec 28 at 12.30 
, Railway app, Bridge 
Amended notice gubsitated for that publlahed in the 
Oo Tu G Bonen tad owt a a ashe Works 
wen, THomas Guay e 
Manufacturer Dec 7 at 8 ro rs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 
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"Amended notin subttatd for that palihed in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 80 


Sixton, Wiiu1am, Sowerby, Yorks, Builder Dec 21 at 
12.30 Black Bull Hotel, Ripon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baryes, ArTouR ALFRED, oo, Surrey, Butcher 
Croydon Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 

Boyie, Witu1am Rosert Doveias Canaixoro%, Victoria 
st High Pet March 

BrockBank, Rosert, Sie Kendal 
Pet Dec 19 Urd Dec 19 

ButkeLey, WanReENn, Parkstone, Dorset Peole Pet Oct 27 
Ord Dec 15 

BurreerietD, Guiietmus, Sudbury, Suffolk, 
Victualier Colchester Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Byrng, Frepesick Josep, Cardiff, Merchant Cardiff 
Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 17 

Byrox, Hzxry Jonny, Osbournby, Lincs, Grocer Boston 

een tee 18 Mg 18 P Do w 
K, EDERICK Hersert, Poole, rset, Wholesale 
‘onfectioner Poole Ord Dec 18 

Cooper, JonaTHan, Liverpool, Tailor Liverpool Pet 
Dec17 Ord vec 17 

Craic, Wim, Dar! m, Blacksmith Stockton on 
Tees Pet Dec18 Dec 18 

Davirs. Samuert, Landore, Swansea, Labourer Swansea 

17 Ord Dec 17 

Dumock, Atrrep, and Harry Diomock, Toddington, 
Bedford, Farmers Luton Pet Nov20 Ord Dec 17 

Epmonpson, Witt1am, West Gorton, , Grocer 
Manchester Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Emery, Kpwarp Crosswe.ier, Storrington, Sussex, 
Farmer Brighton Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Fovarcus, ALFRED, Hulme, Manchester, Provision Dealer 
Manchester Pet Nov 21 O:d Dec 19 

GoopaLL, WiLtrAm, and Samue. Hauuipay, Batley, York, 
Cioth Finishes Dewsbury Pet Dec 19 Ord Decl? 

Sassen, Soeese, | Bradford, Painter Bradford Pet Dec 
15 


Haru. am < 2 H, Yiewsley, Builder Windsor Pet Dec 4 


Hagtiey, dl Wiuram, Southerby, pate. Potato 
Merchant King’s Lynn Pet Dec 8 Ord Deo 18 
Houmparey, wane E me, Grocer t 
Nov 23 


18 
io. | —_ Kensington gt High Court Pet Sept 26 


Saou _ ° Tynemouth, Confectioner Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Nov10 Ord Dec 18 
Jomns, Ber TER, ae Corn Factor Birmingham 


Lawry, Guanes Soll Hunmanby, Yorks, Lime- 
burner Scarborough Pet Dec 19. Ord Dec 19 
— >" a men phetheld Sheffield Prt Dec oF Ord 


Mavoin, Ja AMES peg ond Balham, Merchant Wandsworth 

et 27 

Owens, James, Forest Gate, Essex, Butcher’s Salesman 
High Court Pet Dec19 Ord Vec 19 

Pearson, AnTHuR, Landport, — Fruit Merchant 
High Court Pet Noy 23 Ord Dec 1 

Picxrorp, THomas, New Mills, Derby, , aa Stockport 

ls Ord Dec 18 

Quarmsy, Joun ‘eae Wigan, Accountant Wigan Pet 
Decl7 Ord Dec 1 

am, 2 JAMES, Well "t High Court Pet Oct 16 Ord 


Rares, ALFRED, Bradford, Draper Bradford Pet Dec 19 
Ord Dec 19 


Booneane, JoszpH, Breage, Cornwall, Shoemaker Truro 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Des 19 
Besse, Coun, Lasts, Suh Denies Leeds Pet Dec18 Ord 


Ropertson, James ALEXANDER, Highbury High Court 
Pet Nuv23 Ord Dec 19 
Roseerrson, Jouw STuaRT, Arundel st, Strand, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Oct 31 ” Ord Deo 19 
Ropinson, Gsorce Farepericx, and Harry Ropinxson, 
Kidderminster, Journeyman Plumbers Kidderminster 
Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 15 
Srocxiey, THomas an Gutter Cheapside, Manu- 
—- Agent High Court Pet Nov 17 Ord 
ec 1 
Tivpy, Feary, De Down1na, Scilly Isles, Cornwall, Master 
Mariner Pet Dec1 Ord Dee 17 
hex ~) Farpanicr Lewis, Knightsbridge High Court 
Pet Mar Urd Dec 18 
eg dh Joszrn, Stretford, Lancs Manchester 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Deo 17 
Vickers, James, Doncaster, Carriage Builder Sheffield 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 
Weasnane, my ty | aed Butcher High Court Pet 
ov 10 
Wa.uis, ARTHUR Tuowas, yitiom, Builder High Court 
Pet Nov13 Ord Dec 1 
Wesser, Joszrn Simon, “Gheciinn, Manchester, Cap 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 19 
Wuire, ALyrep GrorcE, Queen Victoria st, Civil Engineer 
High court Pet Nov6é Ord Dec 19 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Cuark Brorners, Meopbam, Kent, Builders Rochester 
Adjud Oct 6, 1990 Annul Dec 5, 1900 
Huai, ALrrep Gronraz, Gilliogham, Kent, Moulder 
Rochester Adjud May 16, 1896 Annul Dec 5, 1900 





London Gazette.—Turspar, Dec 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Broxer, Ferpixanp Tnorr, Old Broad st, Company 
Promoter High Court R, : July 30 Ord Dec 20 
Bayax, Atrrep, Barrow in Furness, Joiner Barrow in 
Furness Pet Dec22 Ord Deo 22 
“<< Apert, Leicester, Coal Dealer Leicester Pet 


Dor, Tuomas and Joun Tuoryz, jp matingiom. Best 
Nottingham Pet Dec 


Ord Dec 21 
Drackiex, Feranors Eizasers, es Leicester, 
Leicester 19 


Pet Dec 
Carmarthen 


ary 
Hauuert, Frayx Victor Hucues, West Kensington High 
Court Pet Nov 30 Ord rd Deo Bl 
eae 3 Or & ee. Wine Merchants Brighton 
Fo Warwick, Tinman Warwick Pet Dec 22 
Boer, Sees Maing, Kelas Leicester Pet Dec 19 
dene, ey Seige Sn High Court Pet Aug 7 Ord 
Lacey, Grorce 4srauam, Luton, Beds, Timber Dealer 
Luton Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
Lewis, > a  —~ re Draper Birmingham Pet 


Licat, moe Meeps Epear Autan Mort, wey —~y 
Manufacturers High Court Pet Dec20 Ord Dec 

Luioyp, Tomas Symonps, Penarth, Brewer's <sel 
Cardiff Pet Dec 19 O1d Dec 19 


Lone, James, Beckenham, Kent, Coachbuilder Croydon 
ny hay Call Brickmaker 
OSEPH, ’ 

ov af Ord Deo 3) Dec 20 


ions. bg “Gamat, W imbledon Kingston, Surrey 
MoornousE. James, Ba ifax, Builder Halifax Pet Dec 
17 Ord Dec 20 


en Se, ne Ses Pet Dec 18 Ord 
a 1 ey wy fatal. Grocer Birmingham 
a, deg ee, khamsted, Herts, Timber 
“Bet Bow 30 20 Ord Dec 20 
Bens “Sons, i, Eiaseamiet, ‘Gla, Swansea Pet 


Biceerrs, ‘a Rhayader, Radnor, Butcher 
Newtown Pet Dec 22 Ord Deo 22 : 
Roserts. Samuet Ennest, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
2 ——— Ord Dec 2! - u 
oBY, JosHUA Lanes, Farmer verpool 
Pet Dee #0 Ord Deo 26 
Rovuts, i ean, Se Ly somes Temple avy High Court 
senaieine ALFRED Pose, Handsworth, General Dealer 
Pet Dec 11 os Dee 21 
Halifax, man Blindmaker 
17 Ord Dec it 
Surouirre, Wii14m, Cabinet Maker ‘Halifax 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dee 19 
Tara SS B, py Ry. Tooting, Undertaker Wandsworth 
Terry, Writs oes ones, Plumber Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 
Wapex een, Acaaee © Graeme, Nori re Northampcon 
t 
wea Samvz., oa Hull, Professor of Music 
Kingston upon H Pet'Dec 20 Ord Deo 20 
Warxsaum, IsRazt, rll High Court Pet Oct 11 
Ord Dee 20 
Wootrenpex, James, Rochdale, Wholesale Grocer Roch- 
daie Pet Dec2z Ord Dec 22 


Win Wooirams & Uo, & st, Marylebone, Wall 
ee Manufacturers High Count 


Pet Dec 18 urd 
Amended notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Nov 6: 


Bas, J nom Pickering, Yorks, F. Scarborough Pet 
Ord Nov 2 


SuTo.isrs, vy 
Pet Dec 








ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
DiSMISSING PETITION. 
Hamitton, H., Walmer, Kent High Court Pet Oct 30 
Resc & Dismiss Dec 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, Vanes i_ ——_— ee. Pedal Manu- 
Axuuep, M ag mn Jan 7 at ll — 


ruptcy bldgs, Care: 
asm Gnenee, Birmingham, Fruit Salomnan Jan 3 at 12 
174, Corporation st, 


Austen, Frost, & Co, Cheapside, Valuers Jan 7 at 12 
Varey st 


Bass, Rosset, Grocer Jan Sat ll 174, 
BUTTERFIELD, ham, em Suffolk, Licensed 
Victuailer Jan 2 "a at 12 Rose and Crown Hotel, 
Sudbury, Suffolk 
Goon, Sparse, Demenian, Bast Bosker Jan 8 at ll 
Crala, by ar Alber Blacksmith Jan9at3 Off 
Come, _ n Manchester, Dealer Jan 9 
Off Bee, Byrom st, Manchate: 
Goooes "Baca Joux, Gt Chart, Kent, Grocer J: 
9’ Off Reo, 68, Castle st, Lanterbury ~ 
mE. Witt, and Samver Ba Yi 
oi ———- Last, Batley, ork, 


Batley 
> Innk 
tig ag ae eeper Jan 2 at 11 








‘ones, Wriitiam, and Aynpesw Fiemme Bavwcnort, 
ms Builders Jan 2 at 2 Off Reo, 36, 


Liverpool 
Lams, James ent, Manchester, Joiner Jan 4 at 3.30 


Off Rec, 
Licut, Groras, and AR ALAN Mort, Fann st, Blouse 
Manufacturers Jan 3 at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, 


Mimo. Parga iy Se See Jan 1 at 12 

Mruwak OSEPH, Manchester, Brickmaker Jan 9 at 3 Off 
Rec, — rom st, Manchester 

Mores, James Frepericx bmw Lancaster st, 

draas Jan 4 12 Bankruptcy 

Forest Butcher’s Salesman 


Quarmsy, Joux AL¥RED, 


na ste gen a, Shier 
~ AMES, 
230 24, amagy 7 SPP Bridge 
en. JOSEPH, 
Jan 7 at 12 Of ten Bomewes et Truro 


am. 4, Henry Joun, [iford, Essex, Corn Merchant 
Jan 7at3 90 Winchester Old Broad st 


Saunpers, Wituiam Hewney, cum 
Cheshire, Baker Jan 2at1230 Off Reo, 35, Victoria 


st, Li 
ScHoFIELp, eeig mee Barnes, Commercial Traveller Jan 4 
8 — i. a Wednesbury, Stats, Brass Jan 9 
INEBN, ELLEN an 
atll Off Rec, Wals.ll” 
oe E.iza, eT Worcester,Grocer Jan 4 at 11 
' 
Watton, Amprosz, ssagie tmshten Chemist Jan 8 at 
w 10 ge ag hnny J County chmbrs, Market pl. 
HITE, Hucary Tom, Caegraig, 
Jan4ati2 Off Kec, 81, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Wuirreseap, Henry, Brick Manu- 
Saas Jan 4 at 11 Off tee. Te Trinity House In, 


Amentell notice qutettiute’ for Gat published in 


the London Gazette of Dec 21 
Me.ior, Gores, gee Proprietor Jan 
* 42863830 Crown Hotel, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avusrey-Frost, Joszpn Cuanizs, Cheapside, Valuer High 
Court Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 22 : 

Breyax, Atrrep, Barrow in Furness, Joiner Barrow in 
Furness 


Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
Cuampiox, WILLIAM \ p Fouliey Farmer 
Cua’ eS ewkhes ied Des Kent, Watchmaker Hastings 
TFIELD, 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 


Cuark, Atuzget Epwarp, Reading, Grocer Reading Pet 
ones te Ord Dee 21 Sent 
«x, CHARLES, Bermondsey Dealer High Court 
Bet Nov 29 Ord Dec 22 


Danrevy, James Wurreman, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Sept 27 Urd Dec 18 
a = 1 Coal Merchant Swansea Pet 


Beam, Sige Ane Carmarthens, Butcher Carmar- 


D-c22 Ord Dec 22 
Featazestore. WILLIAM ARTHUR, Melton Mowbray, Grocer 
Leicester Pet 


Nov18 Ord Dec 22 
Gerrixas, Joux, Manchester, Egg Dealer Man- 
ehester Pet Dec 6 Dec 20 
Goppen, SamoEL Sous, Great Chart, Kent, Grocer Canter- 
bury Pet Dec20 Ord Dec 20 
Hens, Basnem, Sean High Court Pet Oct 16 Ord 
ae, 2 Ricuarp, Abchurch In, Mining Engineer 


Court Pet May 29 Ord Dec 21 
Histep, Haney, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury 


Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 22 
a, Di, ateamemaes Timman Warwick Pet Deo 


‘ 
Ho Oyait Lex, Copthall ct, Stockbroker High Court 
mo reeter Ootekion <P Leicester Pet Deo 
WKINS, JOHN, 
19 Ord Dec 19 ‘ 


Layg, Gra Kent, Licensed Victualler 
Dec 18 Dec 20 
Lows, shes Gowen, Bove, Comm, Bete Brighton 


See ee yoo Penarth, Glam, Brewer’ 
jOMAS ‘MONDS 

Traveller Cardiff Pet Deo 19 Ora Deo 2 z 
Maguey, Fee, SS High Court Pet Oct4 Ord 


me. “Gosot, Taamington, Hota Proprietor Warwick 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 
Ey Seman, Slee, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet Dec 


19 Ord Deo 21 

Honzos Joux Anvyowp, Billiter bldgs High Court Pet 

Ug 

Ww Barnt , 

rm. nee ae ee 
Rasp.ie, Harzotp, Morecambe, Lancs Preston Pet Nov 

16 Ord Deo 
Rane, Some, Someta, Gam, Collie Swansea Pet Dec 





Samvuzt Banest, Leicester, Builder Leiceste 
Roweet Dec fl Ord Deo 2 ' . 
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Rosy, Josnva, Lathom, Lancs, Farmer Liverpool Pet 
Dee 20 Ord Dec 20 


Sonoriz.p, Tzomas, Barnes, Commercial Traveller Wands- 
worth Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 22 

Sxercaiey, Samvet, Nottingham, Horse Dealer Notting- 
ham Pet Decl Ord Dec 22 

Svurciirrz, Joszrn, Halifax, Journeyman Blindmaker 
Halifax Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Burourre, WitiaMm. Halifax, Cabinet Maker Halifax 

Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 19 


Watupex, Anrave Cxar.es, Northam: Northampton 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dee 21 6s 


Wra Joux. Pill, Somerset, Miller Bristol Pet Dec 
4 Dec 20 

Wesse. Samvet, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 
Hull Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 ' 

Wesster. Georce Brarsiey, Birmingham, Builder Bir- 
mingham Pet Oct 24 Ord Dec 21 

Witu1ams, Exyzst. Heaton Norris, Lancs, Greengrocer 
Stockport Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 21 

Woo.renpvey, James, Rochdale, Wholesale Grocer Roch- 

dale Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 


Amended notice substituted for that pubtished in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 16: 


Bett, Joun, Pickering, Yorks, Farmer Scarborough Pet 
Oct 16 Ord Nov 13 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDERS RESCINDED. 


Kevwertry, Jusa P, Westbourne grove, Builder High 
_ Rec Ord June 20 Adjud Julyi1 Rese & Annul 
Matruewman, Newman Joun, Romford rd, Forest Gate 
Court Rec Ord July 23 Adjud Aug29 Rese & 

Annul Dec 21 








All letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 

26s. ; by Post, 28s. 

26s.; by Post, 28s Volwmes bownd at the 


office—cloth, 2s, 9d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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eB also engaged 
in a scheme of Street Improvements, demolition in in- 
sani areas, erec' 

Capital for these 


th = by apo d the 
ereon. uu ani 
Corporation are prepared to ceave ean et Loans of £100 
and upwards on the security of the revenues of one or other 
of the und ings, and of the District Rate, or on the 
‘District Rate solely, for periods not exceeding two years, 
or subject to six months’ notice, Mortgages peppered 
free of oe; interest payable ae, lst and 
ist September. — Offers to be addressed to the City 
Accountant anD ReaisTrar, Town Hall, Sheffield. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 
BIRKBECK BANK, 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 

° ° 
2h. I 





on the minimum monthly balances, 
when not drawn below £100. 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS. 


STOCKS AND SHARES. 
Stocks and Shares purchased and sold for customers. 





The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars, 





yy}! t, on Deposits, repayable on demand. o1 4, | 


862 TO 1898. 


J 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1 


AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 





The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate 


use. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, CHEQUES, 


&c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designei 
and executed. ead 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & G0. 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
PRICE FIVE SHILLINGS. 

A PRACTICAL HANDBOOK to the COMPANIES ACTS. 
By FeancisJ.Geeen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 





EDE AND SON, 
» MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Olerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 


Journal with regularity, it is requested that 


application te made direct to the Publi her. | Tab 


hone No. 6 HouBorn. 


| See FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 
Telegraphic Address: ‘‘ Binxsrox, Lowpox.” 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








INCORPORATED 


LAW SOoOciETY. 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS. 
TUTORS. 


J. Canrsr Harrison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equity, Conveyancing, Common Law, and Bankruptoy. 
Lzonarp ‘H. West, LL.D., Birkbeck Bank-chambers, Chancery-lane, W.C.—Criminal and Magisterial 


Law ; Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty ; and 


Ecclesiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Cuasezs for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to January; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily 
be burried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it 
is recommended that they should avail thomselves of both modes of in- 
struction. 

Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

To those Olerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
through the post has been devised, and is found to be useful where personal 
tuition is impracticable. 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 
length of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three 
months’ course. 

Rooms are provided where subscribers may study, and books are suyplied 
without extra charge. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 

‘Lhe Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Suciety 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to 
November ; October to January ; January to April; Murch to June. 

Subscribers may subscribe for successive classes, 

Books can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 
library, for an annual subscription of a guinea aud a-half to cover the course 
of work for the Final Examination, and Stephen’s Oummentaries can be 
supplied to either Class of Postal Subscribers, at an annual subscription 
of one guinea, on application to the ‘l'utor, Dr. West. 

In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
the Postal instruction is by means of munthly papers, and deals with the 
selected portions ot Stephen's Cowmenturies. 

hor those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 





afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, 
Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, Oriminal and Magisterial Law, 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. Lb 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
Articles, and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has 
been passed. 

The results obtained have been satisfactory. Many pupils have obtained 
honours, and the percen’ of passes is a high one, exceeding 85 per cent, 
of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented themselves for 
examination. It has happened on several occasions that all Class pupils 
have been successful, and the same has occurred in the case of subscribers to 
the Correspondence Courses. 

TERMS. 


FINAL. 

Class Instruction, 5 months... ose oe woe ose 
” after previous Postal Instruction... 

9 4 months ese ome peat _ 

” after previous Postal Instruction... 
” 8 months eee eee +n os 
” » .. after previous Postal Instruction... 
year ... 


ow & 


ADAIAWV’IIO 


PQOPUT AOUIBW IO 
ecooce OoCco“ecoeCo 


” ” 


INTERMEDIATE. 

Class Instruction, 6 months on ven es oe 
after previous Postal Instruction... 
8 mont eee ose oes soe 
a 99 after previous Postal Iastruction.., mee ae oe 
Postal Instruction, 2 years... hn ooo one ove oa ove oe 
” ” 12 months. oo one ove ae oo we one 

Articled Clerks may attend the Lectures and Ciasses given or held in connection with 
the Inns of Court, under the di ion of the Council of Education, upon payment 
of half the fees payabie by other persons not being members of an Inn of Comm the 
Council of the Inco: Law Society having agreed with the Council of Legal Bduca- 
taon for payment of the remainder. ‘Articled Clerks will also be admitted to the viva voos 
Examinations at the end of each Term. 

Articled Clerks may obtain particulars of such Lectures and Classes, and vouchers for 
Tickets, upon application to the dzonsrany of the Incorporated Law Society. 


Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made sng to the Szcrsrasy, 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Bancuay & Oo., Limirep.’’; 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. June, 1893. 


& 


PAOPAT 








